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NOTICE. 

This Fourth Part completes my work. It deals with 
ten processes — Imala, Pause, the Oath, Alleviation of 
Hamza, Concurrence of Quiescents, Initials of Words, 
Au^mentativeness of Letters, Substitution of Letters, 
Transformation of the Unsound, and Incorporation — not 
one of which, so far as I am aware, has received more 
than incidental and brief (not to say scanty) notice in 
the Arabic grammars of European authors. I venture, 
therefore, to hope that this novel presentment of them 
as separate and independent subjects, treated with a 
fulness commensurate with their importance, may prove 
useful and interesting to students of Arabic grammar. 

The Index of References to the Kur'an is entirely 
the work of my friend, Mr. G. E. Ward, M. A. (Oxon.), 
a retired member of H. M.'s Indian Civil Service, to 
whom I am much indebted for this valuable compilation. 
And in the preparation of the remaining Indices I have 
been ably assisted by Mr. H. J. P. Arnold of the 
Theological College, Salisbury. 

M. S. HOWELL. 
7 March, 1911. 
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ADDITIONS AND CORRECTIONS TO ABBREVIATIONS 
OF REFERENCES. 



At the end of the last prefatory note add 

Whenever I say £" Our Master % my meaning is "the leaTnfed 
AlMadabighi", [a3 to whom the present Writer ha3 no further infor- 
mation ;] or, whenever I say "Our Master the Sayyid ", my meaning 
is "SBd"; or, whenever I say "AlBa'd", my meaning is "YH" 
(Sn. I. 3). 

* A, After "printed in Egypt" insert "in 1288". 

AHD. Ab& HAnifa Ahmad Ibn Dawud adDinawaki, ths 
Grammarian* Lexicologist, Arithmetician, Astronomer, Botanist, 
and Historian (d, 281 or 282 or before 290), author of the Kitab 
anNabat and the Kitab alAkhbar tyTiwal. 

Am. Add 

* Also his Exposition of the Evidentiary verses of the Book of 
S, cited from extracts printed by Jahn in his Notes on Sib&icctihi's 
Bach 

ANI. The celebrated Ha6z, and the Traditionist of the Age, 
Abu Nu'aiji Ahmad Ibn *Abd Allah alMihram alIsbahani asSufi 
(6. 334 or 336, d. 430), author of the Hityat alAultyd (Portraiture 
of the Saints) and the Tarikh Isfahan (History of IsbahSn). 

* ANj. The Gloss (c. 1293) of Abo -nNaja upon the CAj, 
printed in Egypt in 1303. 

AW. Read "Abu -IKasim 'AbD Ai/Warith Ibn Sufyan Ibn 
Jubrun, known as AlHabib, of the people of Kurtuba, the Lexi- 
cologist (6. 317, d. 395), one of the Masters of IAB". 

BB. After "Grammarians" add " Lexicologists, Philologists, or 
Readers". 



( ii ) 
Bgh. The Hafiz Muhyi -sSunna, or Rukn adDin, or Zaki Allah, 
Abu Muhammad AlHusain Ibn Mas'ud, known as AlFakka, or 
Ibs AlFarra, alBaghawi (from Bagka or Baghshur, a town in 
Khurasan between Marv and Harat), ashShafi'i, the Jurist, Tradi- 
tronist, and Commentator (d. 516, at, or past, 80 year3 of age), 
author of the Masablh asSunna and other works. 

* BK. The Biirhan-i-KdtP, a Persian Lexicon, by Maulanfc 
Muhammad Husain Tabriz!, printed in Calcutta in 1274. 

* CAj, The Commentary (c. 887) of Kh upon the Aj, printed 
in Egypt, with the Gloss of ANj, in 1303. 

CHd. The celebrated Commentary, entitled the Kdfl (c. 654), 
on the Hd, by the author of the Text (see Hd below), said by Syt 
in the BW to be much quoted by Jrb in his Commentary on the 
SH (see II. 1354, 1385, 1552, 1585, 1702, 1713, 1735). 

[Syt's remark is applied in HKh. V. 360 (No. 11302) to AlHadl, 
a Commentary by the same author on another grammar of his, the 
.Mabadifi-tTasrlf; but it properly belongs to the CHd mentioned 
in HKh. VI. 470-1 (No, 14334), as is clear from the description of 
the work in the Jrb and BW as "Sharh alHadl " (not Shark 
alMabddV). 

DAd. The Diwan alAdab, on Lexicology, by Frb. 

DK. The Shaikh allslam Abu-lHasan 'All Ibn «Umar alBagh- 
dadi, known a3 AdDarakutni (from Darakutn or Dar all£utn, a 
large Ward in Baghdad), the celebrated Hafiz and Shafi'I Jurist 
(5. 306, d. 385), 

* Dm. For the second paragraph read " Also the Commentary 
entitled Ta'lii alFara'id 'aid, Taslill alFawa'id (c. 820), by the samt 
author upon tho Taslill of IM, cited from extracts quoted in the Sn, 
and latterly from an incomplete MS (copied in 1059) belonging t» 
the India Office, Whitehall, London, '^ 



( iii ) 

[This MS (^o; 964 of Loth's Catalogue) contains an interesting 
passage in folios 8, 6, "The Shaikh TDT mentions, at the end of his 
Commentary on the syntactical Hajiblya that 111 sat in IH's class, 
and learnt from hira, and profited by him; but I have not come 
upon this statement from any one else, nor do I know whence he 
took it, and God best knows the truth of the case". In the MS 
folios 8 and 5 are transposed, the proper order being 4, 8, 6, 7, 5, 9. 
The "syntactical Hajiblya" is the Eajiya of IH, on which TDT is 
raid in HKh. V. 17 to have written "a great Commentary, like that 
ofR".] 

Dn. The Shaikh allslam Abil 'Amr 'Uthman Ibn Said 
alUmawi (their freedman) alKurtubi, known as AdDIsi (from bis 
residence at Daniya, a city in Spain, one of the governments of 
Balansiya), the Hafiz, Reader, and Traditionist (6. 371, d. 44i). 

* Dw. -After the additions made in Part I, Fasciculus III, and 
before "and of Aba Nuwas", insert "of 'Ubaid Allah Ibn Kais 
arRukayyat, edited by Rhodokanakis; of Ma'n Ibn Aus, edited by 
Schwartz; of Aus Ibn Hajar, edited by Geyer; of AlKumait Ibn 
Zaid alAsadi (his Hashimiyat only) edited by Horovitz, with the 
Exposition of Abil Riyash Ahmad Ibn Ibrahim alKaisi, the Philolo- 
gist (d. 339) ". 

[On Ah* Riyasfi see YR. I. 74.] 

FB. The Fath alBarl, a great Commentary by IHjr upon the 
SB. 

* Fhr. The Fihrisa (Catalogue) of Books studied by its com- 
piler, the Hafiz Abu Bake Muhammad Ibn Khaie alAmawi (with 
Fath of the Hamza) allshbili, the Reader, Grammarhn, and Lexico- 
logist (6. 502, d. 575 at age of 73), contemporary with IBshk, edital 
by Codera and Ribera from a MS written in 712. 

Dig 



( ^ ) 

[Pupil of IA|b, lAt,, JTr,, and others. B>1. 65 calls him "a 
^Uriuhi", apparently because he conducted the serviee $t the Cathei- 
dral of that city from 573 till his death there in 575.] 

Fm, The Shaikh Ahmad Ibn Muhammad lt*n. '^11 alF^yyOmi, 
the Keadei? ancl Lexicologist (d. 770), author of tfje 3!tlsb* 

Frb. Abu Ibrahim Ishak Iba Ibrahim alFarabI, the Lexico- 
logist and Philologist (d. about 350, under 7Q years of age), mater- 
nal uncle of Jh. 

Frd. AlFaridi, about whom I have no information. 

Hd. The Grammar entitled AlHadi ji-nNdhw wa-sSarf, by 'Izz 
adDIn «Abd AlWahhab Ibn Ibrahim alK.hazj:aj; azZanjanl, author 
oftheOHd, 

IAB. The Hafiz of the West, Abu *Umar Ynsuf Ibn <Abd 
Allah, known as Ibn 'Abd AlBarr, anNamari (from AnNamir 
Ibn Kasit, a well-known clan) aJKurtubi, the ^Junst f^d Tradition- 
ist, the Doctor of Spain, and the faster of hi§ Ag e * u Trft<Hti on , $ n 4 
Memorials of Antiquity (6. 368, $. 460 or 463, at fa% agg qf §§), 
author of the Isti'ab fi Mq'rifat qljLshqb. 

[Pupil of AW.] 

IAs. The Hafiz of Syria, nay, of the World, Thi^at adDin, or 
JJur adDIn, Abu-lKasim 'AH Ibn Abi Muhammad AlHasan adDK 
mashfel asbShafi'i, known as Ibn '^sJkir, the Traditionist of Syria 
in Jus time (6. 499, d. 571), author of the History of Damascus. 

IAz, The learned Jamal adDIn Abu Muhammad AlHusa}^ 
Jbn JJadr Ibn Ayyaz Ibn <Abd Allah, the Grammarian (d. 681), 
&u&or pf a Commentary on the Tamf of IM. 

XJzr. The Hafiz Shams adDIn Abu-lKhair Muhammad Jbrf 
Muhammad alKurashi adDimashki ashShafi'I, known as I§n £j> 
JAZARr, the Reader and Traditionist (b. 751, $, 83§). 



( v ) 

IMH, Ahniadi Ibn Muhammad, kPQwn as Ibb AjJJulla al- 
Ha*,abi (<J. about 990), author of a Commentary op the ML, 

JDB. The Ka(frlKucJat Jalai* asDix AbuUFartl 'Abd ArRah 
man Ibn 'Umai; alB^kisJ, the Shafi'I Jurist (6. 763, d. 824). 

Jh?» Abu 'UtUman s Amr Ibn Bahr alKinani alLaithl (from 
Laitb Ibn Bakr Ibn 'Abd Manat Ibn Kinana Ibn Khuaaima) 
alBasri, the celebrated Philologist of the Basri school, and one of 
the Masters of the ^lu'tazilis, known as AlJahiz, b$cau§e his oyea 
were prominent, and also called AlHadakI, for the same reason 
(d. 255 at AlBasra, over 90 years old). 

Kfj. The Shaikh Muhyi-,dDIn Abu 'Abd Allah Muhammad. 
Ibn Sulaiman arRuml Ai#Kafiyaji (so called from the frequency 
of his reading and teaching the Kajiya of IH) alganaR, the. 
Jurist, Theologian, Commentator, Tradition ist, Grammarian, Logi- 
cian, and Philosopher (6. 788 or 790 or before S00, d. 879), one of 
Syt's Masters. 

Kha. Abu-lFadl Muhammad Ibn Ja'far AlKhuzX'I (d. 408). 

KIM. The Hafiz and Kadi Abu 'Abd Allah Aj.Klsiii Ibn Ma'n 
Ibn 'Abd ArRahman alMas'udi alKufi, the Traditionist (d. 175). 

KK. After "Grammarians" add "Lexicologists, Philologists, 
or Readers *. 

Lth. AlLaith Ibn AlMuzaffar (so named by Az), or Ibn Nasr 
(as the author of the KF says in the Bxdgha), or Ibn Rafi' (as others 
say), or Ibn AlMuzaffar Ibn Nasr (as in Mr. L 46), Ibn Sayyar 
alLaithi alKhurasanl, the, Philologist, Lexicologist, and G^ajnmajian, 
who was Secretary to the J$arau\iia A 

* MAZ. The Muladdimat alAdab, an Arabic-Persian Lexicon, 
by Z^ edited, by \VetzsJein* 

* MDh. After; «af Jester n insert '* (c Sa^&) ". 



( ti ) 

Mhd. Abu-1' Abbas Ahmad Ibn 'Ainmar atTamiml alMahdawi 
(originally of AlMahdiya in the territories of AlKairawan), tho 
Reader, Grammarian, and Commentator (d. 440). 

[This is the year given in the BW. The TM (No. 9) has 
" about 403", which must be wrong, because IBshk. 89 says that he 
entered Spain "about 430", while HKL II. 380, 384, 488 says, that 
he died "after 430".] 

Msb. The Glossary entitled AlMisbah alMuhir (c. 734), by 
Fm. 

SBd. AsSayyid ashSharif Muhammad Ibn Muhammad alHasa- 
nl alMaghribi, the denizen of Egypt, alMalikl, known as AsSayyid 
alBulaidi, the Reader, Commentator, and Grammarian (6. 1096, 
d. 1176) author of a Gloss on the A. 

[Cited by Sn under, the designation of "Our Master the 
Bayyid".] 

SIM. The Hafiz Abu 'Uthman Sa'Id Ibn Mansur alKhurasani, 
resident of Makka, the Traditionist (d. in, or after, 227), author of 
the Kitab asSunan. 

SJj. The Sayyid Zain adDln Abu-lHasan 'All Ibn Muhammad 
alHusainl alJurjam alHanafi, known as AsSayyid ashSharif nnd 
AsSayyid alJurjani, the Doctor of the East (6. 740, d, 814 or 
816). 

* Sn. After " asSabban " insert " (d. 1206) ". 

* TSh (as amended in Part I, Fasciculus III). After "Ritter- 
shausen" add "and latterly from the complete text edited by Do 
Goeje". 

* Tsr (in Part I, Fasciculus III). After "MS" add "and from 
ft copy of the td, lithographed in Persia in 1285-6". 



( Tii ) 

* TKhlf. The Tarlkh alKhulafd (History of the Khalifas), 
by Syt, edited by Lees. 

Wkd. The Kacji Abu 'Abd Allah Muhammad Ibn 'Umar Ibn 
Wakid alWakidi al Asia mi alMadani, freedman of the Banil 
Hashim, or, as is said, of the Banu Sahm of Aslam, author of works 
on the Maghazl (Campaigns) and other subjects (6. 130, d. 206 or 
207 or 209). 

[He moved from AlMadina, and settled in Baghdad, where he 
servad as Ka(Ji for four years under AlMa'mun, dying in office.] 

YH. The Shaikh Jamal adDIn Abu-lMufacJclal YCsup Ibn 
Salim ashShafi'I alKahirl, known as AlHanafi, the Philologist (i. 
1176), author of a Gloss on the A. 

[Pupil of SBd. Cited by Sn under the designation of * Al Ba'<} ".] 

YIM. The celebrated Hafiz Abu Zakariy& YahyX Ibx Ma'ix 
alMurri alGhatafani (of the Murra of Ghatafan, their freedman) 
alBaghdadl, the Master of Tradition in his time (6. 158, d. 233 at 
age of 75, or 77, or 70 and odd, years). 

* YR. The Irshad alArxb ilb, Ma'rifat alAdlb, commonly 
known as the Mu'jam, or Tabalcat % alUdabd, by YakOt abRumi, 
also called AlHamawi (tec Mk), edited by Margoliouth. 
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CHAPTER XX VI.— THE ^ axd J^ of PAUSE. 

'§•017. Affixed to the <— ^ of the/ewi. in pause — a ^ 
substituted for the <— ^ of the /em. in pause 
and continuity. 



; CHAPTER!XXVIL— THE PARTICLE of 
DISAPPROVAL. 

§ *618. ^Definition — when affixed — with or without imi- 
tation. 

§ 619. Its meanings 

§ 620. Its afiixion to the expression mentioned — to <o I 

after the expression. 
§ 621. Its position in the sentence 

§ -622. Its omission allowable or necessary — retention 
of tho Tanwin in pause allowable with it — the 
s of l - silence necessary. 



CHAPTER XXVIIL— THE PARTICLE of TRYING 
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§ 623. Definition — it is inelegant — when used — how 
formed. 

§ 624. Lite the augment of disapprobation — but not 
followed by the $ of silence. 



PART IV.— The Common Processes. 



CHAPTER I.— COMMON PROCESSES IN 
GENERAL. 
§ 625. Last part of book — meaning of " common " — 
common processes — exs. — etymology — defini- 
tion — conventional applications — syntax exclu- 
ded — reason for exclusion. 
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accidental vowel — reason for disallowance with 
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explained — its object —letter added — sign of 
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Kasra, or Fatba— Uxa£i ) anomalous— or merely 
rare —reduplication not properly applicable to 
ace. pronounced with Tanwin — (5) transfer of 
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§ 641. Its conditions — cases where transfer is not allow - 
ablo — two of these conditions peculiar to n. 
whose final is not Ham za— ~ transfer of Fatl.a— 
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of Kasra in ^J** — dial, of many of the Arabs 
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§ 642. Pause upon Haniza — this letter either lightened 
or sounded true — and, in the latter case, made 
plain — preceding letter quiescent or mobile — 
pause upon Hamza, when preceded by quies- 
cent, (1) with elision of its vowel — (2) after 
transfer of its rowel to preceding quiescent — 
differences between Hamza and other letters in 
respect of transfer— cause of transfer — no Raum 
or Ishmam with transfer — alliteration some- 
times substituted for transfer — in nom., gen., 
and ace. — Raum or Ishmam allowable with alli- 
teration — further modes of pause — conversion of 
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transfer in all three cases — such conversion not 
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defective in ace. — in nom. or gen. — elision of its 
^j, preferable in nom. or gen. pronounced with 
Tanwin — opinion of S and moderns — but ex- 
pression allowable— expression preferable in 
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elision in defective not pronounced with Tanwin 
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defective'not pronounced with Tanwin —abbre- 
viated triptote or diptote — pause upon (1) trip- 
tote pronounced with Tanwin — 1 expressed in all 
three cases — dispute about this I — analysis of 
•opinions upon it — language ojLS — Sf's com- 
ment upon it — its meaning explained by R— *■ 
fruit of this dispute — (2) triptoto not pro- 
nounced with Tanwin, and diptote — their 1 re- 
tained — dial. vars. of patisal I — nature of ) 

converted in some of these dials. — 2*^. and 

£„,„ t,^, 

H^ — Hamza in ^ ? a subst. for f , not for 

"Tanwin — conversion of 1 into Hamza of weak 
authority — as also into 5 or ^ — such conver- 
sion not found in continuity. 

^ G44. Final of v. — pause upon v. whoso final is (1) 
sound — (2) unsound — (a) in ind. and subj.-— 
final not elided here, but quiescent — (b) in apoc. 
and imp. — with 5 of silence— or without — • 
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importation of « of silence — this $ why so 
named — its positions — first position — s allow- 
able here, not necessary — except in one case — 
another case added by LM — remaining positions 
to be found in § 648. 

§ 645. Elision of final ) and ^j in terminations of ver- 
sicles, and in rhymes — nearing of " terminations 
of versicles" — such elision more suitable in ns. 
than in vs. — elision of quiescent ) and ^ in ind. 
of defective n. — likened to elision of quiescent 

u) in apoc. of ^ -—allowable in terminations 
of versicles — and sometimes necessary — and 
frequent in rhymes-^elision in these positions 
thus established — ex. in rhyme — elision of 
^j of defective n. in continuity — and in termi- 
nations of versicles— in pause necessary — or 
allowable— \ not elided in terminations of ver- 
sicles, or in rhymes — S's description of reason 
for elision of rad. ; and ^ in rhymes — his 
meaning — I not elided in rhymes — elision of 
pronominal 5 and ^ (1) in rhymes — exs.— 
pronominal 1 not elided — (2) in terminations 
of versicles. 

§ 646. Pause upon «y of femininization— <^> (1) kept 

in (a) p.— ^ — i^W; , l=^-S , an a ^UJ — 
(b) v. — «y why kept in p. and v. — pause upon 

9*0 «■* 

**i)<e —(c) n., after sound quiescent — (2) 
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retained or changed into % in n. t after (a) 
, vowel — (b) unsound quiescent — o. f. of verbal 
i«j of feminization — of nominal if —opinion of 
S, Fr, IK, and most GG— of Th— Tanwln in 
cicc. of n. made/ewi. by jf why not converted 

into I —pause with ui> preferable in sound pL 
and what resembles it — why preferable — pause* 
with 3 here — as dial. var. or anomaly — diaL 

var s. of ^fi* —-its number and pausal form in 
each dial. — opinion of Ks — of GG — of IH— • 

^•■|&* mentioned among verbal ns.— opinion of 



R — ti&i* or ui>t|£fi> as proper name— ^J^l — 
uytS ^x or *$ *f r— analysis of this word— pause 
with $ preferable in other formations— pause 
with ^ in such as &Aj — i=*v«j«j ^^ — , 
opinion of I J — ^ for & sometimes found in 

Codex — t^l^l — pause in such cases — pause 
upon * how affected by orthography of Codex— 
pause with ^ in such as **^; — u>>£ I ^ 

e>^| —sometimes t3U| — pause upon <^!^ — • 
pause upon <^> when not for femininization. 

§ 647 . Continuity treated liko pause — mostly in poetry— 
6X8. — sometimes in prose — pausal forms thus 
admissible in continuous speech — cxs. in prose 

and poetry — \J$& and U^SJ) —explained as 
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instances of this treatment — <*^ lJ*^ — 
unusual quiescence of rhyme-letter — practice 
of Hijazis and Tamimis. 

§ 648, Second position of * of silence — interrog. U 
governed in gen., and not compounded with 
| 3 _ - g here necessary or preferable — reason 

for this difference — third position — exs. — * 
when not affixed-— dispute about its affixion to 
word ending in quasi-inflectional vowel of 
uninflectedness — pause upon uninJL ns.— (1) 

^ 1 or *■> I — this I — H*> ^ or J*> ^ — 

9 es> 

positions of pause with I —(2) y*> or *ja — 
mostly Sj*> and *a*> — seldom ^ and * — 
but never ^) for ^! — sometimes only j* and 
* — (3) U45) or %[ J4*> , ^a J)5> or 5Hy> — 
this y —pause upon & J % a> — | the only quiescent 

followed by this ¥ —(4) cJX-'J* J or &cx^ \ — 
pause upon **-$ of jpron., wiasc. or fern. — 
z\SX*f\ and *i^/i —(5) *^ and -^;^i or 
i>ri£ and ***^ — sometimes ^ and ^j^ — 

retention of ^ better than elision— elision i'h 
ace. better than in gen. — practice of some 

O)^'' 09"'*' O °SS 

Readers— (6) ^.^ and fe^ , f*d* and 
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f& } and *•>><* and *^<o 



in first four 



quiescent, and its conj. 5 or ^ omitted — dis- 
pute as to whether this ; or ^ be part of n.~- 
v in last two also quiescent — ^ and & ^ 

orig. tf>~* and $iyb —discussion as to whether 

conj. after ^ be part of word — in continuity, 
conj. (a) better elided when 5 is preceded by 
quiescent — but) of U> not elided— (b) indis- 
pensable when s is preceded by mobile — but 
sometimes omitted, and « even made quiescent-* 
in pause, conj. always omitted, and 5 quiescent 

— Raum and Ishmam disallowed by some in 
s of proyi.. after Damma or Kasra, . or — 

allowable, without dispute, after Fatba — 
allowed by some after any consonant or vowel - 

(7) K^$> — « in ^j$ and *^ — pronounced 
with Kasr and conjoined with ^ — never pro- 
nounced with Damm — ^ sometimes elided 

from 1^^* in continuity, with or without 
quiescence of a — always elided in pause, with 

d * it ss- 

quiescence of s —(8) ^. ; ^J f an< j ^ y QT 

iMzi , £>? , aBd t^lk —preferably with « f 

sometimes without— * sometimes quiescent in 
continuity— (9) t^^p^ and &* IJU — always 

with » . 
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§ 649. Pause upon single ^ of corroboration after (1) 
Fat!, a — exs. — additional exs. — (2) Damma or 
Kasra — this (j treated like Tanwin — restoration 
of y of pi. — and of ^j of ind. — practice of Y— 
disallowed by S. 
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CHAPTER IV.— THE OATH. 

{ 650. Common to n. and v. — definition — jurative prop., 874-8S6 

(1) verbal — its v. how attached to the sworn- 

by — quasi- jurative vs. — (2) nominal— &U I ^h^i 

-—5^ I cJ*-' — opinion of S — improbabilities in 
it — opinion of KK — their argument — J 

of inception prefixed to tf+i\ — vowel of its 

Hamza— *W &J>\<*\ — meaning of *>^I — ^ ^JLc 

*U ] — oath and correl. equivalent to one pi op. 
—suppression of (1) the correl. — when indi- 
cated by (a) the prop, enclosing or preceding 
the oath— this prop, a quasi-compensation for 
suppressed correl. — not the correl. itself — (bj 
a context following the oath — suppression of 
correl. necessary or allowable — (2) the jura- 
tive prop. — sometimes because indicated by an 

adv. to the v. of the correl. — Jf) c quasi-jura- 

tive— sometimes not so— ybP^- also quasi -jurative 
—sometimes not so — pronunciation of its final— 
(3) the sworn-by — (4) the oath whose correl. 
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is corroborated by the (J — ^ , etc., used in 
place of oath — and so «— and expressions 
denoting a vow or covenant — object of oath — 
three things involved by it — (1) the oath — (2) 
the sworn-to— what part of it is corroborated 
by the oath — (3) the sworn-by — not always 
God. 

§ 651. Liberties taken with oath— (1) suppression of 
(a) jurativo v.—(b) sworn-by — illustration — 
(e) enunc in nominal jurative prop. — this 
suppression necessary or allowable — theory of Fr 

— (d) (j and Hamza of ^i\ — dispute as to 
whether elision of its Hamza be a liberty — 

*U ! (i 1 or fi J , and *W I fft» and *UJ f I or f J 

i 
■ — these contractions used only with *U) — 

Hamza of &i) or ^^il — (e) ^ of ^ and ^ 
—(f) jurative p. — (2) substitution of w for 
jurative ) — (3) preference of FatLa over 

Damma in y-*^ — dial, vars. of this word— 
Go- *j .. 

only }** used in oath. 
§ 052. Oath adjuratory or not — cor r el. (1) of adjura- 
tory — sometimes headed by *1 or ^ — or by 

red. ^*)\ — sometimes a mandatory enunciation 
— (2) of non-adjuratory — four ps. used to 
connect it with oath — these four why chosen — 
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t_> not used — correl a nominal or verbal prop., 
aff. or neg.— nominal attended, (1) if aff., by 
• o! or J or both — ^ uncontracted or contracted 
—nature of J — wha it is prefixed to — J in 
fjli^J — (2) if neg., by ^ or * —this ^ 

op. or t'nop.— ' exemptive— or by ^ —verbal 
attended, (1) if of., ^aj when its v. is a pre*., 

by J with or without ±> , or by ^ alone— ^ 
best— except with aplastic vs.— J alone, or 

i*5 alone, allowable— nature of J prefixed to 
correl. separated from oath by condition headed 

by J — f^ when its v. is an aor., by J with or 
without |j of corroboration — omission of ^) — or 
of J — opinions of BB and KK — aor., in sense of 
present, allowable as correl. of oath — and then 
corroborated by J without <j — (2) if neg., (a) 

when its v. is a pret., by I* or ' — if pret. in 

sense, by I* — if f ature, by J or ^t — (b) when 

its v. is an aor., by Uor' , the latter with or 

without j of corroboration— or by ^ —ex. of 

J — U and (j t disallowed by Mb — ^ or ^' 
not allowable— or very rare — subsidiary u 
often prefixed to cond. instrument preceded by 
oath — especially if oath be suppressed — neg. p. 
allowably suppressed, (1) in correl. of oath, 
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from aor. — not from nominal prop., nor from 
pret. — (2) otherwise than in correl. of oath, 

9 " " 

from j)ji S , etc., and, in poetry, from other 
aors. — explanation of apparent suppression of 
neg. p. from pret. in correl. of oath — anomaly 
said to be involved in it — opinion of IHsh — 
of IMH— of R — of Fr — sign of affirmation not 
suppressed from aor. — suppressed neg. p. 
always 3J , not u — IU and IUK on suppression 
of £ — none of the four ps. suppressed except J. 
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§ 653. Jurative instruments — fiveps. — preps., but named 
"jurative jps. " — (1) v — original jurative p. 
— suppression of v. with it — substitution of 
the other four ps. for it — (2) ) — its government 

—(3, 4) uy and J — ui> _ J _(5) ^ — dis- 

9o* 

pute as to its origin — not a contraction of ^j) 
or \$h*l — *&\ ,j* and *^l &~ and *W| ^ 

— all three vara, said to be contractions of ^*i\ 

Jj-o 9 9 

— theory of contraction possible in *U| ^ — 

not in *IJI ^ or ^ ! ^ — since it would 

imply occurrence of j^-m) in gen. or ace. — 

*M| tf* a possible contraction of *^\\£&l ? but 

not ^1 i*)' 4 ~ " *^! /♦ """" theories as to their 
origin. 
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§ 654. Exclusive privileges of t-> — mnemonic verses — 
ezs of t-> in adjuration — adjuration not an oath 
— apparent evidence to contrary -but held by 
IM and R to be an oath — language of AH — and 
of I J — IU's definition of oath — exclusion of 
what does not admit of being pronounced true or 
false — assertion that adjuration is not an oath — 
proofs — his opinion correct — language of IHsh 
—cor r el. of non-adjuratory oath enunciatory, 
and of adjuratory oath originative. 

§ 655. Jurative p. sometimes suppressed— then inop. 
or op. — l^ (1) suppressed -together with v.— 
p. first, then v. — sworn-by governed in fa) 
ace. by jurative v. understood — exs. — or by 
trans, v. understood — opinion of IS— (b) nom. 

—(2) understood— like J in <-5 y. J *$ and 
*^-* c ^V W — dispute as to whether prep. J 
be suppressed here— ^ f. I ^ — ace. prefer- 

able — gen. allowable in^l — ex.— and allowed 
by KK in other ns. — ncm. necessary in 
certain phrases— ace. or nom. allowable in 

others— cases allowed in *Uf— ex. of all three 
cases. 

§ 656. ^ suppressed with compensation— &JU J U> I 

Mi 

— swom-by then *^1 exclusively, and com- 
pensation the premonitory U> or inferrog. 
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Hamza — different opinions on to — or the dis- 
junction of Hamza in *U] — suppressed p. why 
lield to be } — M necessary after *J>'1 when 
compensation is ^ — this l* transferred from 
5i — pronunciations of *Wl U> — (]) *ljla> — 
1 why not elided— (2) *£? U —(3) *U ) ^ — 
(4) £LI) U _\i how parsed by Khl— and 
by Akh — sen so of inter r og. Hamza — 
treatment of Hamza in *JJ I on prefision of 
inter rog. Hamza — ££. of &U ) — disjunction of 

Hamza peculiar to ^ I after l-3 with or with- 
out inter rog. Hamza — compensation here the 

-jj 
disjunction of Hamza in &u \ — not the preced- 
ing inter rog. Hamza — - i— 3 said to be red.—* 

proof that the U> , the inter rog. Hamza, and 

the disjunction of Hamza in *U ! are sub&ts. for 
jurative p. 

§ 657. Nature of ; repeated after jurative ; — conflict- 
ing opinions — which stronger — objection to 
it — Z 's reply — IH 's criticism — II 's sugges- 
tion — sense of 1^! after oath — what governs it 
in ace. 
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CHAPTER Y.-THE ALLEVIATION OF HAilZA. 

§ 658. Hamza heavy— produced with difficulty— alle- 
viated by some — by most Hij^zls, especially 
Kuraish — remarks of * All— but sounded true 
by others— by Tam"m and Kais- sounding 

true the o. /., and alleviation an improvement 

# 

—alleviation common to all parts of speech — 
its three modes— their evolution — (1) change — 
Hamza omitted by Mb from letters of alphabet 
— (2) elision- (3) betwixt-and-between — two 
kinds of last mode — " strange " kind confined 
to certain positions— % Ham za of betwixt-and- 
between quiescent or nearly so — not found in 
beginning of sentence -condition of alleviation 
that Hamza be not inceptive — meaning of 
** inceptive " — inceptive Hamza too light for 
alleviation — but sometimes converted into 
*— Hamza one or two — if one, quiescent or 
mobile — quiescent Hamza preceded only by 
mobile — in same word or another— in either 
case, quiescent Hamza alleviated by charge — 
not by bet wixt-and-bet ween- nor by elision — 
exs. — mobile Hamza — preceded by quiescent 
or mobile — predicament of preceding quiescent 
— mobile Hamza preceded by quiescent allevi- 
ated, (1) when quiescent is a non-coordinative 
aug. ) or ^$ , by conversion — i. e., change — 
no other mode possible — its alleviation not 

obligatory — opinion of S on ^V , ^> , and 
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* ^ — anc | f jh — (2) when quiescent is I , by 
well-known betwixt-and-between — elision and 
change disallowed, and strango betwixt-and- 
between impossible — (3) when quiescent is a 
sound letter, or a rad. 3 or ^ , or a coordina^ 
uve aug. ) or ^ , by elision after transfer 
of vowel to quiescent — not by betwixt-and- 

between or change — <f ; — ^5*; and w-j-ti t 
and <-=H£^ and , -^if -- My 4 and *l*$ — 
* tonjug. of jkli ! — eza. of alleviation where 
quiescent is not in same word as Hamza — 
^~ and J** — alleviation obligatory in cat. of 
^ vj j and of jsrd, ^; ! and aor, ^^ — i. e., in 

certain (form, of ^1; - ^)l — and fre- 
quent in ca£. of l)^ — more so in J'*** I than in 
; ^ I — cause of its frequency — consequent 
elision of conj. Hamza — u^l — distinguished 

%s O s * 

from ^<=J 1 — explanation of mode of pausing 
upon final mobile Hamza — no explanation 
needed for quiescent Hamza— two methods of 
pausing upon final mobile Hamza — the first 
explained in chapter on Pause — the second 
begun by alleviating Hamza — modes of alleviat- 
ing, and then pausing, when Hamza is (1) 
mot preceded by j — (2) preceded by t — Hamza 
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usually converted into 1 in latter case — treat- 
ment of the two ! s — and of ace. pronounced 
with Tanwln — mobile Hamza continued — of 
nine kinds when preceded by mobile — whether 
in same word or not — regular mode of allevia- 
tion — this mode impossible in two kinds — these 
kinds alleviated by conversion — -and remaining 
seven by softening with well-known betwixt- 
and- between — meaning of "softening" — 
Hamza not softened when preceded by quies- 
cent — softened Hamza held by KK to be 
quiescent — but proved by S to bo mobile — 
opinion of Akh on two of the seven kinds — 
another opinion on these two — reason for latter 
opinion — no dispute as to remaining five kinds — • 
Hamza sometimes changed into 1 or quiescent 

• or ^ — this change confined to hearsay — 

© • o 

*UJ^ — but regular in metric exigency — exs. 

of it not explicable as diaL vars, — ■ ti-JU , a or. 

JUT 1 and ^h^ x i or ^>>***Xj said to bo dial. 
o 

vars, — ^|; for ^| ; cited by S at end of 
verse as ex, of this change — but not really so 

though in continuity ^\^\ for ^1^1 would 
be — this change restricted* to case where Hamza 
and preceding mobile are both pronounced with 
Fatb, T)amm, or Kasr, respectively— j r ,j 
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quiescent when tlius substituted for Hamza — ■ 
cases where this change is not allowable — 
anomalies in connection with initial Hamza — 

irregular elision of Hamza in ^/-^ and ^-^!;i 



O^ ** 



or <^ J; J- a — elision of Hamza sometimes 
avoided by transposition. 

§ 059. Imp* of v. whose v— i is Hamza quiescent in aor. — 

. * 9 9 of 

ids. , ^jS , and y ■ — their rcrc/. Hamza elided, 
and conj. Hamza then dispensed with — their 

Of o , 

measure — elision obligatory in ^ and ^ > 

9 ° 9 > • * 9 

not in y — ^*j\ and -;! not said, but 

y or j**;I — regular form of these three imps. — 

irregular form always used in *^M and ^i>! — 

but either allowed in y*I — i. e., when incep- 
tive — • in interior of sentence retention of 
Hamza more frequent — but elision allowable — 
this subject why discussed here. 

§ CGO. Transfer of vowel from initial mobile Hamza to 

9 s" So/- ?>- « ^ ^ 

preceding J of art. — j*^-' I — 5*sxJ j % v ith 
conj. Hamza expressed — J being construc- 

tively quiescent — ysd with conj. Hamza 

>>• O s s 

elided — J being actually mobile — ysri | more 

9 s O ** 9 * o*g' 9 sb -e-' 

frequent than^aaf — ;|^*l and ;U*L*J) treated 
like y^ 'I — j*s\f ^ and j*sd* or y*s\l ^ 
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and r =^ ^J — ^ J%<« and ^S , or J$ ^ 
and J^ — i_>-^L« — •*aaU| and rj^LIJ — 
explanation of second J — tf*} c^ "^ 
L^;* c v- * — *-^ or J*- — iJl^ and Jf>] dis- 

allowed by IH — comparison between }+z»j | , 

° ' ° I 

J^ , and '»* in respect of retention or elision 

of conj. Haraza — J^ bow relevant here for 
comparison. 
§ 661. Two Hamzas combined— in one word or two — 
when in one word, alleviation necessary — only 
second Hamza changed — their qniescence or 
mobility — if first mobile, and second quiescent, 
then second changed into (1) ! after Fatha — 

Xi I 1st pers. sinj. of aor. subj. from ;;^' — 

sy>\ a mispronunciation — ^f\aor. y}>> allowed 
by some — but disallowed in KF — (*2) ^ after 

Kasra— fS*^' — ^1 — (3) ; after Damma — 
- ,£> 
^♦j^ — if first quiescent, and second mobile, 

which never occurs in position of <*J , then, (1) 
in position of £ , first incorporated into second 
— (2) in position of J , second changed into ^ 
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— ^j\f — incorporation why not adopted here — 
b I y — if both mobile, then second changed, (1) 
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if final, or non- final but pronounced with Kasr; 
into ^j (2) if non-final and pronounced 
with Damm, into 5 — (3) if non- final and pro- 
nounced with Fath, into 3 if first be pronounced 
with Fath or Damra, and into ^ if first be' 
pronounced with Kasr — thus second mobile' 
^ Ilamza either final or not — final of three sorts,' 
and non-final of nine — -final changed into * 
in all three sorts — non-final into ^ in four,' 
and 5 in five sorts — exs. of (1) final — (2) non- 
final pronounced with (a) Kasr — prescribed 

action necessary — &+i) pi. of fM — not ****) 

— &h\ in IX. 12 — or &+$ ] — its second Ilamza 
converted into ^ or sounded true — how pro- 
nounced by Headers — softening or sounding 
true allowed in reading the Kur, but not con- 
version into ^5 — two former pronunciations 

not peculiar to *-*> \ — conversion best accord- 
ing to GG — (b) T)amm — (c) Fatb, when first is: 
pronounced with fa) Fat 1 ! or Damm — pi. and 

dim. of f ^1 — doubt as to whether ^1 be Arabic 
— (b) Kasr — opinion of Akh on two of the nine 

sorts — i*yd\ or (03I — f*\ or ^l —second 
t ' " £ £ 

changed, or sounded true, when first is aoristic 

— even if second be pronounced with Fath — 

this sounding true regular in five vs. — but 

change necessary when first is not aoristic — 
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doctrine of GG that second must be converted 
— $Va* or in J> {+ —Its second Hamza not put 

betwixt "and between— S ^ D cri a case of two 

Hamzas according to Khi — U'k^ a case of 
two Hamzas according to S — and therefore 
mentioned here by IH— but not according to 
Kh 1 — opinion of S approved — occurrence of 
Founding true and softening — interpolation of 
I between the two Hamzas — no conversion 
when Hamzas are separated by original I — 
alleviation preventible by interpolated ! — 
and therefore prevented by existing I — combi- 
nation of two separate Hamzas ineffective in 

causing alleviation — u^ I *J — Hamza of 

J ? **-*l elided in cat. of *j$\ — o.f. of >%$! — 
elision adopted here instead of conversion — and 
extended to its variations — Hamza converted 

into ^ pronounced with Fath in eat. of ^^* 

— and Ij'kik — whether word contain two 
Hamzas or one— treatment of more than two 
consecutive Hamzas— predicament of two 
Hamzas combined in two words, if first Hamza 
be (1) inceptive — first not alleviated — mode 
of alleviating second— intez*polation of ) — 
exs. — treatment of two Hamzas after entrv of 
1 — Irjatment of conj. Hamza after inUrrog. 



r 
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Hamza — (2) not inceptive— unusual to sound 
two consecutive Hamzas true — treatment of 
two Hamzas if both be* mobile — mode of alle- 
viating fa) first alone —^(h) second alone — e.r. — 
fcj one of two Hamzas whose vowels are of 
the same kind — (d) both Htimzas together. 

§ 662. Treatment of two Hamzas (1) if first be quies- 
cent—additional method transmitted by AZ — 
mode of alleviating fa) first alone— (b) second 
alone— fc) both together — (2) if second be 
quiescent — (3) if both be quiescent. 



CHAPTER VI.— THE CONCURRENCE OF TWO 
QUIESCENTS. 

§ 663. Common to *?., t\, and;). — (1) impossible — i.e., 
when first is a sound letter — two quiescents 
then often supposed to concur — explanation of 
such concurrence — and of supposed quiescent 
at beginning of sentence — Kasra -naturally 
employed as means for removing difficulty of 
articulating quiescent — instances of its employ- 
ment — (2) possible, though heavy, when first 
is a letter of softness — why possible with 
unsound letters — ligl^iett when first is 1 — less 
light when first is ; or ^c preceded by Dam ma 
or Kasra, respectively — least light when first 
is ; or ^ preceded by Fatha — last combination 

peculiar to dim. — &^^ — J-j ] and i>; I ~ 
incorporation or pause prescribed for second 



986-987 



988-1024 



CONTEXTS. 



xVi 



PAGE. 



quiescent — pause constitutional or accidental — 
concurrence of two quiescents pardonable (1) 
in pause — concurrence why allowable here — 
not real unless first be a letter of softness — 
when pardonable in continuous speech — (2) in 
incorporated letter preceded by letter of soft- 
ness, provided that both be in one word — mean- 
ing of "letter of softness" and "letter of 
prolongation " — I a letter of prolongation — 
; and ^j letters of softness or prolongation, or 
neither — these letters loosely termed *' letters 
of prolongation and softness "—concurrence 
why allowable here — concurrence of three 
quiescents — of four — (3) in n*. uninfl. from 
want of construction — not from existence of 
preventive of inflection — theory that quiescence 
of their finals, even in continuity, is pausal— 
classification of such n& — concurrence why 
allowable here — reason for quiescence of their 
finals — opinion of Z — of R — predicament of 
prnr.e how far made applicable to them^— 

**> yi'^ and v— aJ | ^1 — **^ ; i^ disallowed by 
Mz — Ishmam allowed by S in nom, of «. acci- 
dentally, not constitutionally, quiescent in final 
— but disallowed by Akh — Ishmam al-owLble 

in pre. n. — & I ^ \ — Fat':- of the ^ — dispute 
about ^J 1 ft*J I — ^ I {t^ 1 — (4)words that 
begin yriikcjnj. Hamza pronounced with Fat'-, 






CONTENTS. 



and are preceded by interrog. Hamza — this 
combination found in two cases — concurrence 
why permitted here — covj. Hamza not elided — 
but converted or softened — conversion more 
appropriate — but productive of irregular con- 
currence — I converted from Hamza wby not 

elided— (5) in such asj4J ! U> > and *U\ ^! — 
combination of two quiescents optional here, 
necessary in preceding cases — concurrence of 
two quiescents not pardonable in other cases — 

jjtbxt 1 UjU^ anomalous — this remark prema- 
ture here — first quiescent either a letter of 
prolongation or not — if first be a letter of pro- 
longation, then (1) second is mobilized if 
elision of first would lead to confusion — 

iJA^j , ^j*W , and ^** ; ***j — (2) first is 
elided if its elision do not lead to confusion — 
concurrence avoided by elision or mobilization 
of first rather than second — letter of prolonga- 
tion not mobilized when ) or ^ — nor when 

J — elided in ^}^ I and ^ ;1 — but not in 

^b -a ) — J of apoc. and imp. in defective v. 
how treated upon affixion of nom. prons. — why 
not converted into \ in ^ and -6^1 —elided * 
f l-J>^., and elided J of \^A and ^j^l , how 
ircat^d upon mobilization of <*J> j> and ^ 
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respectively— J why treated differently in 

^-^I and ^j* 1 ^! from * in ^^ — I in 

^y*\ why not elided — vowel of J in kta. i 

5y^ > iJM* t and ^r ^ > as also in kLs*! an d 

Jylsi* , quasi- ox-fginal — and permanent — hence 
return of their * s inevitable — J s why retained 

in c?)}^' > \J*i*"l > » n ^ ';;* I — Srst quiescent 
why convei*ted into ) or ^ and mobilized, in 
) ;; * and ^- ; , ^»*lx ) and J. z l^ —elided J of 



<*=-^*; and *sl?3* not restored in ^;^ and ^**j — 
its restoration allowed by some— if first 
quiescent he not a letter of prolongation, then 
it is mobilized — reason for its mobilization — 



except (1) single corrob. ,j — (2) c of ,0^ — 
but not j of tf't fJ — (3) Tanwln of proper 
name qualified by ^'1 pre, to proper name — 
elision of Tanwln, on account of concurrence 
of two quiescent s, anomalous in other cases — 

c b I r J —tf^l and ^L\ — J f deter- 
mination mobilized with Kasr whan prefixed 
to conj. H a m za — transfer of vowel from C07*j. 
Hamza to preceding quiescent — exs. with Fatha 
— and Kasra — and Damma — transfer dis- 
approved — second quiescent mobilized (1) when 
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mobilization of first is avoided for alleviation — 
ji^J] , x^L f) , and &*i — second then pro- 
nounced with Fat!;, not Kasr — Datnm not used, 
with some exceptions, for a veiling concurrence 
of two quiescents— incorporation practised by 
some in apoe. and imji* of reduplicated r. — 

©off 

omitted by all in ±)* 9 I when a v. of wonder — 
(2) sometimes when second is final of uninfl. 
word — ^i I , *— *i- , and ^6^ — ^r* not a 
case in point — opinion of Z — its refutation. 

§ CG4. General rule for mobilization in concurrence of 
two quiescents — original vowel Kasra — reasons 
for choosing it — variations from it — (1) 
I) am ma necessary in (a) f of pL^- vowel of 
this a after (a) Kaera on s — (b) Damma on 

any latter — (b) i>~ — Damma here not neces- 
sary, but usual— (c) ^^ — [2) Fat ha prefer* 
able in ^<> 1 |»*-.J 1 — Kasra not accepted by 
Headers — question whether &M 1 * *«J I is 
relevant here — Fall a 'on final of v. in ^iyM 

w , - 

and ^w;^*' — '3) Damma allowable on first 
quiescent when second is followed by original 
D^mma in same word — lot when p.mmu 
after second is accidental, or in another word — 
— reason for disallowance in latter catc — 



PAGB. 



102*1—1039 






CONTENTS. 



iiii. 



Kasra allowable in all of this— Damma not 
approved by Mb after Kasra — ,_$<*'* c> v i;"* — 
J^ 1 1 f » — any vowel allowed by IJ in f of >* 
here— ; 6^M £*~l — (4) Damma preferable in 
(a) 5 of /iron, of p/., after Fat a, in fa) 
-»*a j ! 5 -^| — reason for Damma according to 

Khl— and to others— ffc, 1 C . , » ; ^ J — possible 
explanation of Damma here — b) > of pl. Y 
after Fat!: a, in explicit n. — in other cases ; 
pronounced with Kasr after Fat .a — ; of pi. 
sometimes pronounced with Kasr — and ; of J 
and y with Damm — ^ of pron. pronounced 
with Kasr aftar Fat'.a — and similarly ^ of pi. 

in explicit n.— (c) ci-i^ — (5) Damma or 

>, ».. 

Fatf a allowable, besides Kasra, in £ } and - w— 

Kasra preferred in * 5 J I -) — Fat' a sometimes 
found — Damma rarely — all of this applicable 
when aor. is pronounced with Damm of * — 
Kasra or Fat*. a allowable when aor, is pro- 
nounced with Fat'i or Kasr— three methods of 
mobilizing second quiescent in such imps, and 
apocs. — faj Fath — (b) alliteration — (') Kasr 

— f)A — Kasra adopted by most in apoc. or imp. 
before quiescent — Fat! a by some — Dammi bv 
none — IH and Jrb mistaken in allowing it — 
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(6) Fat 1 , a necessary before fern. pron. I* — and 

Damma before masc. pron. * — Kasra, in latter 
position, a weak dial. var. — Fat '.a considered 
evroneous — reason for Damma — this vowel 
chastest here- Kasra explicable — Fatta not 
forbidden by analogy — Fatha necessary in ^ 



of &* before art. 

§ 665. Pardonable concurrence of two qniescents 
disliked by some Arabs — first quiescent there- 
fore mobilized in two cases — (1) where second is 
quiescent on account of pause, and first not' a 
letter of softness — vowel of first when second is 
I of masc. — (2) where second is incorporated, 
and first an \ — exs. of this case not accepted 
by Mz as precedents — opinion of Z and IH 
on reason for conversion of 1 into Hamza pro- 
nounced with Fath — alternative theory — vowel 
of Hamza if o. f. of ) be mobile — y or ^ not 
converted into Hamza — reason for not altering 
y — modes of avoiding concurrence of two 

qniescents in ^'j y* ^ • 

§ 666. Yowel of final in (1) tf* , (a) before J of art 

— Failn not caused by transfer from conj. 

Humza — opinion of Ke — (b) before any 

other qviiscent — Fatha sometimes used in 

latter case — \nd Kasra in forme: — (2) c -£l 
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and i— W — (3) l£^4^ — reasons for Damma 

and Kasra here — (4) ^ — pamma bad — 
feebly explained — and, if correct, restricted 
to certain positions — Fatba not allowable. 



CHAPTER YIL— THE PREDICAMENT op 
the INITIALS of WORDS. 

§ 6G7, Common to n., v., and p. — one begins with mobile, 
and pauses upon quiescent — inceptive letter 
mobile — proof of this — beginning with quies- 
cent allowed by some — answer to their argu- 
ment — such beginning said to occur in Persian 
— explanation of this occurrence — pausing upon 
mobile not impossible — meaning of " pausing " 
here — initials of words generally mobile — 
sometimes quiescent — conj. Hamza then need- 
ed — quiescence of initial found in (1) jis. t (a) 
non-inf.— (b) inf.— initial of these inf. ns. why 
quiescent — their f orraations — incorporative 
quiescence of initial in inf. ns. on measure of 

J*l** — (2) r*., (a) pret. and imp. in' vs. of 
inf. ns. before mentioned— (b) imp. of 2nd pers. 
in unaugmented tril. sound in v-J and £ — (3) 
ps., J and f of art. — quiescence of initial gener- 
ally found in vs. and inf. ns. — not in pure ns., 
except ten irregular ns. — nor in ps., except J 
and f of art. — Hamza in these ten ns. a com- 
pensation for actual or virtual elision of J — 
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not found in all trils. whose J is elided — 




why prefixed to these ns. — finals not actually 




050 %>• » 9<>s 

elided in *^t , ;^l , and ^i\ — but virtually 
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in |4^| and ;y*l — actually in f*>\ if a be con- 
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sidered aug. — and virtually in tf+d> also — o.f. 




G © s° 

ef (1) ^1 — proof of Fath of (a) its lJ — 5 w 




— (b) its £ — evolution from o.f. — elided J — no 




evidence in *^l — opinion of Zj — (2) &.*] — 




90 ** 

(3) fk\ — not to be copied — its j» — (4) ^Uj| 




—evolution— (5) ^^\ —(6, 7) yy\ and *|jH 




%9 &-&SQ 

— J not elided from j^l — or %)yA — their 




evolution — conj. Hamza why combined with 




Go *° %9o 

J —ferns, of &] ) ^\ 7 and 5;*! —(8) f~] , 




according to (a) BB — vowel of ^j* in 0. /. 




Go 9 

— derivation — measure —evolution — yA — (b) 




j£]£ — evolution — objections to their opinion — 




BB's opinion preferable — (9) ^^^\ — evolu- 




tion — dial. vars. — proof of Fath of <-* and £ 




T9o ' 

in 0t f t — (10) tf+i [ — held by BB to be sing. 




— Hamza why prefixed — dial. vars. — vowel of 




m — language of BD — two more dial. vars. — 




modification in vowel of ^ — total number 




fourteen — twenty-two in FB and KF — conj. 
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Hamza in these ten ns. a compensation for 
actual, imaginary, or potential elision of J — 

Hamza in their dus. — Hamza of J I — accord- 
ing to S, axig. — bnt, according to Khl, rad. — 

and orig. disj. — opinion of DI — * | — these 
initials quiescent — and therefore proceded by 
mobile aug. Hamzas in inceptive positions — ■ 
impracticability of beginning with quiescent 
not peculiar to Arabic, 

§ 668, These Hamzas named " conj." — initial Hamzas 
disj. and conj. — also called " disj. and con]. 
\ s" — disj, Hamza — why so named — conj. 
Hamza- why so named— definition of conj. 
Hamza — and of disj. — conj. Hamza orig. a 
Hamza — possibly an } — always prosthetic — its 
property — not expressed in interior of sentence, 
except by poetic license — how defined by IHsh 
and Fk — dispute about cause of its name 
" conj. Hamza" — causes variously assigned — its 
positions — prefixed to n., v., and p. — not found 

in (1) aor. — f<^> — (2) p. other than deter- 

minative or red Jj — with determinative ^ I and 

conjunct J' — but conjunct J! properly an. — 

Khl on Hamza of JI — (3) tril. or numerically 
quad. prel. — but found in quin. or sex. pret — 
and in their imps. — and in imp. of tril. whose 
aor. has its second letter literally quiescent — 
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(4) n. other than fa) inf. ns. of quin. and sex. 
v. — formula for them— -(b) ten 728. mentioned 

OS ) S 'tis 

in § 667— with conjunct J I and ft) • — f£ 

as worthy of separate mention as *<M , — dis- 
tinction between them possible — but immaterial 

l»J ; not specified here — f] , dial. var. of 
• s 
I ; should be mentioned — rule in case of 

doubt — conjunct J ! — covj. Hamza why put 
— dispensed with when quiescent initial becomes 

mobile — j*** for y£C**» I — but j^sxi ) , rather 

than j-sa' , for y+2>*) ) — dispute among BI3 
as to whether conj. Hamza be orig. quiescent 
or mobile — opinion of majority — and of S — its 
vowel, according to latter opinion — and to 
former — opinion of BB — and of KK — objection 
to latter — rules for determining vowel — (1) 

FatVa necessary in J | — (2) Damma neces- 
sary in (a) pret. pass. — (b) imp. of tril. when 
such imp. is orig. pronounced with Damm of 
£ — Kasra sometimes found before original 
J3amma — causes of these two var 8. — Kasra 
said to be corrupt — (3) Damma preponderant 
over Kasra in 2nd pers. sing. fern, of imp. of 
tril. when Damma of £ is accidentally replaced 
by Kasra — opinion of F on Ishmam of first 
and third letters here— and of IM — (4) Fatha 
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preponderant over Kasra in ^j I and *t \ — 

(5) Kasra preponderant over Damma in j»**[ 
— (6) Panama, Kasra, or Ishmam allowable in 
pass, of such jyrets. as ;&^> I and ^&» I — 
(7) Kasra necessary in remaining cases — vowels 
allowable on sonnd or quasi -sound quiescent 
final before quiescent initial which, at begin- 
ning of sentence, would be preceded by conj, 
Hamza pronounced with T)amm — ex$. — mean- 
ing of " quasi-sound ". 
§ 669. Expression of conj. Hamza, in interior of 
sentence, a gross solecism — except in poetry — 
elision necessary, in case of choice, except after 
pause or interruption — stop at beginning of 

hemistich — *«.' I , JtfUJS > etc., not said — 

(^vaajJI I a poetic license — £***> 1 at beginning 
of second hemistich — Hamza of art., after 
interrog. Hamza, not elided, but (1) converted 
into J — and thus retained, though in modified 
form — contrary to general rule — (2) softened 
betwixt and between — this treatment extended 
to every conj. Hamza pronounced with Fatk — 
change into I the only method mentioned by 
F and many — dispute about this \ — softening 
agreeable with analogy — used by Readers, 
though less approved — easy in comparison with 
change — no difference here between Hamzas 
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of J I and tf+d] — exs. — both methods used 
among the Seven — conj. Hamza not elided 
when pronounced with Fatl;, as when pro- 
nounced with Kasr or Damm— nor sounded 
true. 

§ 670. * of )B> and (_$*> , when preceded by 3 or uJ , or 
by J of inception, often quiescent — sometimes 
mobile — similarly imp. \J with } and <*-* — 
quiescence accidental, but elegant, in » — and 

in imp. J — y* I and ^ ) , and Ij^aJ p — 

j a J-^t \J ) — absence of conj. Hamza before 
these initials how explained by IH — his mean- 
ing — objections to his theory— what he ought 
to say — initials here why assimilated to medials 

— comparative frequency of ^ \ and ^ 1 , 

j*j and J*) , rf and $> , ^ and ^ — 
quiescence allowable in imp, u — not in J of 

^ — quiescence of * after p* — and of imp. 
J — (5^^ f* analogous to ^aju* an( j ^^^aX^ 
— )® \S*H \^)\ inelegant, and u^*^** superior 
to it — quiescence an accidental alleviation — 
and mobilization the 0. /. — words of S. 
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CHAPTER VIII.— THE AUGMENT ATI VENESS 
OF LETTERS. 

§ 671. Common to n. and v. — no augmentation in p8. — 1091-1115 
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lxi, 



meaning of augmentation — this process coordi- 
native or non-cwrdinative — meaning, of coor- 

dinative augmentation — &£+* coordinated — 

but not J&+ — nor J** \ , J** and \J& — 
meaning of coordination — its use — effect of 
coordinative augment upon meaning — augs. 
not coordiizative when regularly importing a 
particular meaning — causes of augmentation — 
(1) indication of meaning — (2) coordination — 

IM 's definition of it — f^> | — (3) prolongation 
■ — (4) compensation — (5) magnification of 
sense, and multiplication of letter — (6) making 
articulation possible — (7) making the vowel 
£>lain, or i completely plain — letters pf augmen- 
tation, or aug. letters, with their mnemonic 
combinations — best of such combinations — 
meaning of " letters of augmentation" — re- 
duplicative augment, coordinative or non- 
coordinative — non-reduplicative coordinative 
augment — aug. repetitive or non-repetitive — 
repetitive aug. — its condition — repetition (a) 
of two out of three rads. — opinion of DI on 

£*2t>.**£ and ^y*iy*y* — of KK on ^*=u^ 

— (b) of <— * > or of £ separated from its dupli- 
cate by a rad, — (c) of two letters to form a 
quad., (1) if its third be not omissible — opinion 
of Khl and KK — (2) if its third be omissible — 
opinion of KK — of Zj — of rest of BB — opinion 
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'of KK preferred by BD — non- repetitive aug. — 
fjfr in (jfiXX,*^ 1 — « omitted by Mb from 
letters of augmentation — these ten letters why 
peculiar to augmentation — 3 , ^ » and 1 — 
remaining seven letters — measurement or 

exemplification — its use — ^j** constituted as 
measure — its crude-form, not its actual cou s 
formation, here intended — rads. how represented 
in measure — this representation explained — • 
exs. with three rads. — and with more — mea- 
surement of trll. agreed upon — but of non-triL 
disputed between BB and KK — three opinions 
among KK — thus four measures possible for 

U*.> — aug a. h'ow represented in measure — 
representation of repetitive aug. disputed — 
aug. when repetitive, and when not — incor- 
poration or conversion in measured not to be 
reproduced in measure — but transfer or elision 
to be reproduced — some words not measurable — 
TM 's definitions of rad. and aug. — his defini- 

tions (1) explained and exemplified — •* I <^3^l 



— L5^'^ — (2) criticized — neither definition 

inclusive or exclusive — accurate formula for 
recognizing aug. — (3) defended by IUK — im- 
proved definition of aug. — indications of aug- 
mentativeness — conditions of augmentation — 



CONTEXTS. 
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these letters previously discussed in Parts I 

and II — what remains to be mentioned here. 

§ 672. Hamza judged to be (1) aug., when initial and 

followed by three rads. — why so judged — such 

augmentativeness disputed in words whose 

derivation is unknown — exceptional cases, 

where Hamza is rad. , necessarily — or allowably 

g ^«e g^ «^ 
— Z^d I and y&l ] — language of IY and DI — 

J 3 ;**— <K*— J*$ - ( 2 ) rad. > ( a ) **<» 
initial but followed by too rads., or by four — 
(b) when non-initial, unless irresistibly indicated 
as a ug.— medial or final Hamza when judged 
to be a ug.— exception to this rule— two condi- 
tions for augmentativeness of final Hamza — 
IM 's version of second condition — alternatives 
allowable in final Hamza after | separated from 
the <— > by a double letter, or by two letters one 
of Svhich is a soft letter — exs. — alternative 
strengthened by indication to be adopted — 
correction of IM 's version — positions of a ug. 
Hamza in 7?. 

§ 673. t when judged to be aug. — soft 1 here meant — 
soft t not initial — aug. with three or more 
rads. — but not with only twc— this rule true 
only of vs, and Arabic decl. ns. — positions of 
aug. \ inn. and v. — t not aug. at end of redup- 
licated quad. — alternatives allowable in I with 
two rads. and a third letter admissibly rad. or 
aug. — coordinative 1 always final— nature of 
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aug. | when medial — and when final — I of 

^jW 5 and ^^ like ! of lJ*S —meaning of 
this. 

§ 074. ^j and 5 when judged to be aug. — their three 

states — $ ) \ and {Jbj I — jo y* and ^i^ — 

f>)<+ Arabic — opinion of IA1 on its measure — 

said to be foreign — ji$i — or ^;&6d — its first 
^ — why decided to be aug. — both ^ s not 

rad. or cm*/., nor second aug. — ^*>) } £ — its 

j rad.y and ^ and <^> aw<7. — its ^ not imagined 
by any one to be rad. — ^ aug. with (1) three 
rads.— (2) four or more rads., when it is (a) 
non-initial — (b) initial, if word be a v. — posi- 
tions of aug. ^ in n. and v. — additional 
exs, — ^ how known to be aug. in these exs. — 
both ^ s rad. in ^-^i^ — also ,0 in i^a&^I^ 

and t ^£ £ ^ c — and in u>wf and <^-a-o^ — 
not aw#. in last two formations — nor ) — initial 



^ when aug. } and when rad. — )f^*i — ^ 
awjr. in £ : 



rac?. in £^ *•> — aua. in ^^ U 



§ 675. 5 not awgr, when initial — opinion of majority — 

; of J^;} — y always aug. when medial with 
three or moro rads. — its positions in such cases 
— positions of aug. ; in n. and v. 
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§ 676. f exactly like Hamza in augmentativeness— 
aug. |« and Hamza mostly initial — non- 
initial not aug., except when so indicated — 
Hamza aug. in n. and i*., but a only in n, — 
why not in i\ — initial f aug. oftener than 
initial Hamza — "universally aug, in certain 

f ormations — derivation tho test — £**" — mado 

to accord with fJZ£<* and ^y^* — &*■* and 

^j)*^ exceptional — derivation of j*** — origin 

#»• 
of ^jj*-* — conditions of aug, { — exs, — addi- 
tional condition — f fulfilling conditions judged 
to be aug. in absence of contrary indication — 

such indication decisive* — l)-^;"* — opinion of 

AAMr — ;}**-• — ^y^Yt -non- initial f not 
judged to bo aug., except on plain indication — 
\jP~*& and its vara. — opinion of Mz — ^f^*"* — 
^U^a — ^^ an( i its cat. — predicament of 
I* before three letters, one of which may be 
rad. or aug. — and before four or more rads. 

— (J3 A:?a * / * — ,3*^^ — opinion of S and 
Mz — and of others — positions of aug. * . 

§ 07 7. (j aug., (1) when final, upon two conditions — 
additional condition — apparently applicable to 
final Hamza also — I and (j as a termination — 
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judged to bo aug. unless otherwise indicated — 

G 6 



derivation and declension of ^'"*2b, — and of 
o 

^^ — predicament of ^ when a double letter, 

or a sound and a soft letter, are interposed 

between the / and the <— * — another condition 

added by some — ^ of ^"»; — (2) when 
medial, upon three conditions — for three rea- 

sons — [*) aug in ^^•f- 



but 



and i*i*Jj£ 
rad. in (a) (J^e^ ? though aug. in tj*^^ — (b) 



.UaJJ , JiiA.3 , fc>j£Ar, ^j^acL , and u^^ax — 

G x"y 9 ^Cr „ ^ ©• O ♦ > > 

— though aufjr. in \j*k*£ , JUa>^ ,J*»k£. } £>>)* y 

and J*3*£ — (c) ,Jft J ' >* ? ^^f** an ^ J^^ — 

(d) ^j***^ — explanation of its double ^ — 
its measure — (3) when initial, in aor. — ^ 
regularly aug, in certain formations omitted by 
IM — other aug. ^ s not mentioned by him — 
positions of aug. ^ — in other casas ^ rad. y 
with some exceptions, 

§ 678* ^ au#. in (l)/ew?., (a) &;*-« and ^-^, &j-A 
and ^W^ — but not ^Wj*a — u fem." explained 
— sing, or pi. — quiescent ^ of femininization 
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not reckoned by IEsh — nor mobile g by K. — (b) 
^^j 1 and its variations— contrary opinions — (2) 
aor. — no other aoristic letter reckoned by DI 
among augs. — aoristic letters held by R to be ps. 
— (3) certain inf. ?ia. with their derivs. — and 

without — (4) quasi-pass. — \j*"*f — in other 
positions ^ not judged to be aug., unless bo 

indicated — \^+^? — ^ a ^9- when (1) initial 

9 „© O , -^ s 9" 

— JtxiJ — (2) final- W)b> — and ,J)1*> 

9 >„•>* 9 9s°* 

__ , »ji;^Uaj — injjwCis — opinion of S on final 
vl> after aug. ) preceded by three or more tads. 
— and after aug. ^ preceded by three rads. — 



w^f —~ ^ of vl>)^ — (3) medial— 
9 

9 9s •• so 

3)&*'t and W^ — in other cases ^ rad., unless 
otherwise indicated. 

§ 679. 8 aug. in pause— 8 and J rarely aug. — exs. of 

5 /si S'S > 9 <= & £& 

* — ^S^ I and £fr* I for &'*+ 1 and f I — 

$f> I for (jl; ! — £:r. of J — neither 5 of 

silence, nor J of distance, really aug. — s a 
letter of augmentation — regular only in pause 
—necessary there, or allowable — its angmenta- 
tiveness denied by Mb — but genuine, though 

S /Si 9 C & 

rare — proved by (1) ^^ I for «^*U I pi. of 
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2 * 

f I — verse combining both dial, vars.— distinc- 

tion between ^<* ! and ^$<* I in use — fy* 1 

for |» ) — its measure — theory that its « is rad. 

— (• I and H" I then two different o. /*. — 
weakness of this theory — no argument from 

transmission of ci-^ U in the * Ain — authority 

of the 'Ain not admitted by F— (2) J^a J f or 

^; I — Mb's only answer to ^^ I ' — 8 in 

*•!£)* 9 and in £<l**> and £;=»*> — in &J j* 

rightly held to be aug. — similarly in &«UiJ& — 

O x* x 

8 in l-^L* — $ of silence not really a letter 
of augmentation. 



Oxx •- 



t* x ^ ~ ^ 

§ 680. ^ aw<7., (1) regularly — ^ of £*~£~^ and <j£ 

S//- o x- 

of &&C&? — refutation of Z on former — (2) by 

hearsay £Ua**|_ theory of S— loss of mobility in 

£ of £tk 1 and (jl^t — anomalous use of ^j* 

and » in fi\k*» 1 and jl^ | as compensation for 

it— aor. of £lia*«) according to S— criticism of 
Mb on his theory— theory of Fr — aor. according 
to him— objection to his theory — ,j" neglected 
by IM and his son— only nine letters of aug- 
mentation mentioned in Alflya— excuse for 
omission of ^j» . 
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§ 681. 



J ang. in (1) dtms— added there to indicate 
dtsfcnice— generally mobile, and pronounced 

with Kasr— (2) J^ > J**) > and iH — 

<JV> ambiguous — J nsed as a letter of aug- 
mentation—but rarely— being the least aug. 

letter — regular only in dem.— but heard in 

sm- 
other words— opinion of Akh on l) of J^ — ~ 

contrary opinion expressed by him— remaining 
instances dubious — augmentativeness of J 
denied by Jr — no evidence of it in J of dem. 
—this J rightly not a letter of augmentation 
— J explained by him as rad. in three other 
words — but apparently aug. in all. 
§ 6S1A. Letters of augmentation when judged to be rad. 



CHAPTER IX. -THE SUBSTITUTION OF 
LETTERS. 

§ 682. Found in all three parts of speech — definition 
given (1) in SH — incorporative substitution not 
meant — compensation excluded — and restora- 
tion—and conversion — (2) in TKn — difference 
between these two definitions -conversion in- 
cluded by IY — less comprehensive than substi- 
tution— peculiar to unsound letters and Hamza 
— compensation different from both — meaning 
of " original " and " substituted " or " subst" 
— classification of substituted letters — DI's 
object in this chapter — incorporative substitution 
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not considered here — letters of non-incor- 
porative substitution common in (1) etymology 
— substitution of other letters anomalous or 
rare - excluded by " common " — « not men- 
tioned by IM in Tasliil —nor fully discussed 
by him here — (2) speech of Arabs — mnemonic 
phrases combining each of these two sets of 
letters of non^incorporative common substitu- 
tion — remaining letters of alphabet anoma- 
lously substituted— implied instances of substi- 
tution common in speech of Arabs — meaning 
of " common " in this phrase —dialectic substi- 
tution a department of lexicology rather than 
etymology— this the language of IM — letters of 
general, inclusive of necessary, substitution 
reckoned by many as twelve — reduced by some 
to eleven —increased by others to fourteen — and 
so stated by IH — but asserted to be reckoned by 
Z as thirteen — this reckoning disapproved by 

IH — substitution of ^j" in £-*~ t merely incor- 

s s ** * 

porative — but not in tksu^l — fifteen really 

mentioned by Z — these being often substitut- 
ed^eleven mentioned by S aud IJ — seven added 
by some, making eighteen — opinion of S the 

well-known one — \jp and 3 added by Sf — and 

jji of &&C&S— (j~ not reckoned by S— <£> said 
to be substituted for »— > — lj for a — <*- for £ — * 
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PAGE. 

) f or J — <_J f or ^> — i*J for <3 and ^ — £ 
for Hamza — these substitutions rare and ano- 
malous — originals of substituted letters — subs- 
titution recognizable by reversion to original — 

lab) — L y3) and t^^^ — conclusion to be drawn 
from absence of reversion — subst. said by IH 
to be recognizable by (1) " the paradigms of 
its derivation " — meaning of this phrase — 

&\y and^l— (2) "the paucity of its 

usage " — meaning of this phrase — ^J^ ) — 
substitution here recognizable by first test also — 

this pi not from &l*5 —(3) "the fact that 
it is a deriv.y while the letter is an aug. " — 

V;-^ — (4) "the fact that it is a deriv., 

while it is a rad. " — % U — meaning of last 
two phrases — mode of determining whether 
subst. be in deriv. or in o. /. — obscurity of 
IH 's expressions here — (5) " the fact that an 
unknown formation would be entailed " — 

<>**> — J*^ I _ J*l ji | , JLclfcl , or JLcliJ 

^ ^^© ^ >■ o 

— J*W| and l^^' not unknown — siifcsf. 

how recognizable in them — causes of substitu- 
tion. 

§ 683. Hamza substituted for seven letters — its substi- iq/y* v:w 
tution for letters of softness regular and 

10 
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CONTEXTS). 



irregular — regular necessary and allowable. — 
necessary found in J , £ , and <-J — order 
of mention — substitution for ; and ^ necessary 
in four cases, where ; or ^ is (1) final after 

G • G~ 

aug.S — ;!; ^1 — \ associated with ; and 
^ — substitution retained with adventitious 'i 
of femininization, but disallowed with un- 
adventitious — converse case — predicament of 

two augs. of du . — no substitution in J£ curtailed 

form of voc. ^j^ — or ^3'* — ; of ;l* not 
considered final — amendments suggested by A 
and IUK in IM's rule for this case, and, objec- 
tions to them — manner of substitution — (2) £ of 
act. part, from v. whose £is transformed — this 

substitution extended to jj^ and *M$ when 
net act. parts. — dispute as to whether act. part. 
be subordinate to v. in transformation and 
sounding true — manner of substitution — ;, o? 
^ disregarded in act. part, by Mb — Hamza in 

O ~s G ~s 

both (J^ ^ and £> k written as ^ — but not 
changed into pure ^ in either — rad. ,~ not 
sounded true in £> ^ , any more than rad. ; in 
J^ G —dotting of ^ in J' IS and <*S k dis- 
allowed — (3) after I of (J^^* in _p?., when 
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such ) or ^ is an aug. letter of prolong- 
ation third in sing.— t associated with 3 and 
— DP s rnle for third case — reason given 
by IJ for converting this letter of prolong- 
ation into Hamza — and by Khl — no con- 
version when 3 or ^ in sing, is (a) not a 

9 ~ •x 
letter of prolongation — (b) not aug. — l-^ *-*^ 

9 -s* 9 ss 

and }' &* anomalous — as also -^> *** — (c) 

not third — (4) second of two soft letters 

9 • * 
having I of J^^ between them — reason for 

changing soft letter after 1 of pi. into Hamza — 
dispute as to whether this substitution be pecu- 
liar to ph — this Hamza also written as undot- 

ted i_s — fifth case peculiar to 3 — IHsh's rule 
for it — two cases included under this rule — 

^ J ^ 9 *9°* 

^)+ and ^j)^ — ufW I — substitution in these 
ex s. not necessary, but allowable — rule given 
by Z and IT — by R — by A — four cases 
excluded by A 's rule — change in them not 
necessary, but allowable — dispute about fourth 
— opinion preferred by DI — two cases included, 
where change is necessary — condition requisite 
in second 3 — change of first necessary where 
condition is fulfilled, and allowable elsewhere 
— restriction as to initiality of first ) — theory 
of IM that conjunction of the two ; s should 
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not be accidental — opinion of others — allowable 
substitution of Hamza for letter of softness 
when (1) a ^ permanently pronounced with 
pamm — R 's formula for it — this substitution 
good, regular — no substitution when } is (a) 
accidentally pronounced with Damm — (b) 
doubled — (2) a lc pronounced with Kasr 
between I and double ^ — irregular substitu- 
tion of Hamza for letter of softness when (1) 
an ! , (a) to avoid concurrence of two quies- 
cents — (b) from proximity of outlets — (2) a 
; when (a) an initial, pronounced with (a) 
Kasr — cause of this substitution — its irregu- 

larity disputed — ) of u-lfe not converted — 
(6) Fath — (b) a letter of prolongation — reason 
for substitution here — (3) a ^ when (a) an 

initial pronounced with Fath — % L j& \ for ^^ 
— dispute as to whether it is a dial. var. — 

J. J 1 for jJAj — (b) a letter of prolongation — 
substitution of Hamza for & and £ raro, 

irregular — substitution for * in (1) S-U an( j 

&l y* 1 — evolution of % U — its pL of paucity 
— and of multitude — substitution, though 

anomalous, obligatory in % U 9 not in %\ yl — 

% U — J | — (2) J 1 and J I —Hamza a subst. 

for * in J J — not in ^ ) — substitution for £ — 
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i 

t_>W ] — these allowable and irregular substitu- 
tions why not mentioned here by IM — substi- 
tution of Hamza for £ and £ — very strange. 

§ 684. I substituted for four letters — or five — its sub- 
stitution for 3 and ^ regular and irregular — 
regular upon eleven conditions, (1) that they 
be mobile — (2) that their vowel be original — 
(3) that letter before them be pronounced with 
Path — (4) that this Fatba be conjoined with 
them — these four conditions indicated by DI 
-- (5) that their conjunction be original — this 
condition omitted in DI, IA, and Aud — (6) 
that letter after them be mobile if they be £_ s, 
and be not I or double ^ if they be J s — this 
condition indicated by IM — exe. of £ and J 
sounded true on breach, and transformed on 

fulfilment, of this condition — ^ytdaj an d 

(j^J — i^r* 20 — ^ji-*; and ^>y^ — but, 

according to some, ^>^f*y and w^^u — 
reason for sounding 3 or ^ true before \ or 
double ^ — (7, 8) that neither of them be £ of 

i)** whose qual. is J** 1 , or of its inf. n. — 
these two conditions indicated by LM — reason 
for sounding £ true in such r. or inf. n. — 

*-&*■ — (9) that 3 be not £ of J**i ) denoting 
reciprocity — this condition indicated by EI — 
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h 3 ^) f 9 {^^ I 9 an ^ 3 ^^ J — this condition 

not applied to ^ — (10) that neither of them 
be immediately followed by another transform- 
able letter — this condition indicated by IM — 
first of two consecutive transformables usually 
sounded true — second being transformed— 
or sounded true — first sometimes transformed, 

and second sounded true — H^ — &ti , ^Ah , 

and h) (for *& f ) — objections to statement 

that H I is for hd\ — or hi ) — or hi I — six 

modes"7of accounting for &>) — or eight — 
consequential transformation — two transfor- 
mations allowable when separate, and not 
absolutely disallowed by IM when consecutive 
— (11) that neither of them be £ of word 
onding in augment peculiar to ns. — this con- 

dition indicated by IM— (jl;!^ and ^^U — 
conflict of opinion when word ends in 1 and ^ 
— or abbreviated I of femininization — jj of 
femininization disregarded — two other condi- 
tions—that £ be not a subst. for a letter not 
transformable — nor be in place of such a 

letter — reason for sounding ^ true in ^y*i I , 
as explained by IM — and by some — another 

condition — not needed — L j J ^ — lS)^ an ^ 



CONTEXTS. 



Ixxvii. 



;U. — J^^ and \j"& W — weakness 



of du. convertible into J — • 



^1* — } )y 

of two last- _ 
substitution of 1 for Hamza (1) obligatory- 
meaning of " obligatory " — (2) regular, but 
not obligatory — its substitution for jj- or 
Tanwin in pause upon (1) acrr. pronounced 
■with Tanwin — (2) t\ to which single corrob. 
lj preceded by letter pronounced with Fath is 

amxed-- ^* ^ for (a) gf$* ^ — (b) ^^ & 
— (3) ^ ! — t' why substituted for ^ in these 
positions — its substitution fox & — u\ for 
Jifc J— explanation given in KF» 

§. 685. ^ most extensive subst. — substituted for nine 1 
letters — its substitution why so frequent — 
regular and anomalous — regular for three 
letters — for ! in two cases, where preceding 

o ^ 

letter is (1) pronounced with Kasr — J&a3 

and vlj-^ """" f wc y ^ en converted into ^ — 

(2) ^ of dim. — for j in ten cases, where 5 is 
(1) preceded by Kasra, and (a) final-— ; why 
then converted'into ^ — (b) before g of femi- 
ninization— ) why then ? converted into L _ y; — 
no distinction here between separable and 

inseparable s — two anomalies — (a) Xy»\)»> — . 
its measure and other peculiarities — (6) 
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d xcrx 



»y U* — ij}&* or j^ , pL i*))j&* — no third 

*" x s* 

anomaly— £)}*" used as pi. — h*»))»' and 

SIC -' " 

<utt£/* — IBr's explanation of ^Mj** —(c) 

before I of femininization, abbreviated or pro- 
longed — (d) before aug. I and ^ — (2) £ of 
2n/. ft. having the £ of its v. transformed, and 
its own £ preceded by Kasra and followed 

Gx & ' 9" o -" 

by t — ' ;'r° and ^\y M — ^ and ;I^ — 

_|j — J^ and ^^ £ — transformation rare 

Gx 

where I is lacking — f£ — anomalous to sound 
2 true when conditions of transformation are 

6 x Gx_ 

fulfilled— fly ' — no counterpart of it — f\? 

not an inf. n. — (3) £ of pi. having its J 
sound, and its £ preceded by Kasra, and, in 
sing.) cither (a) transformed — ^ then over- 
powered by Kasra in pi. — no necessity for \ 

G x 

after it here — xi^ ~° r 3 ) <l u i escen ^ pro- 
vided that in pL it be followed by f — ) then 
overpowered by Kasra in pi. — five conditions 
of conversion here— ; sounded true if | be 

Gxx 

missing — *yftS —explained as expanded from 

X 

Sx G"" 

%j>j ^-or contracted from 'tyfcS — or trans- 
ox^ QO^ 
formed from ^y to distinguish pL of rf bull 
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from pi. of ^y slab (of dried cwrd)— y also 
sounded true if mobile in sing.— J^ and 

G • 

* [ t^ —or if J be unsound— (4) final, fourth 

or upwards, and after Fatha — ■ why changed 
into ^j in pret. and pass. part. — pret. here 
conformable to aor., and pass* part, to act. 

part. — ^) f ^ and ^\<±1 — (j^^ and 
jjb l£j — (5) quiescent, single, and immedi- 

' O • G = o 

lately after Kasra— ^j-^ and ^*« — ^)j^ I 
_ 6U1^ ) -u(G) J of ep. ^i^ — W^i I and 

t*UJ 1 eps^ — use of ^^ I as substantive— 

^y*&J [ — U-aU ] — J of substantive ^^ 
not altered — conflict of opinion — (7) combined 

with ^ in single, or virtually single, word, 
while first of them is quiescent, original in 

nature and quiescence — Sb* and vji-%** — their 

S o^ 9^°^ 2 ^ s ^ 

measure <J*s* — not (J*i* — ,J& and ^ — ; 

sounded true if ^ and ^ be in separate 
Words — or if first of them be mobile — 
or adventitious in nature — or quiescence — 

l - ; — u)^-* > ?)*U *-*f > and *•&*- — * •* 
and *4 J — c?hh. of n. whose third is a mobile 
; , and whose broken pi. is on measure of 
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(JxlA^ —treatment of this j in eZtm. how ac- 
counted for — dim. of ^ j** 1 when an ep.— of 
}j» c and £j*£ — j>?. and dim, of ^6-0 —(8) 

9 9 *>s 

J of J 2*^ from v. whose mispronounced with 
Kasr in prel. — this J why converted into j — 

5 ^ y* .— . j sounded true if £ of v. be pronoun- 

eed with Fath — is**" — reason for either 

treatment of y — different versions of ex. cited 

in And— (9) J of pi. J j** — u ^ , ^ , and 

2 9 

^t& — sounding J true anomalous in pL— *- 

2 9 2 '9 

necessary in sing."—' ^jte and ^^ — -IM's 

953.J 

language in Alfiya— (10) £ of pi. J-*$ sound 



in J — {&* and fV — fy° and ^ more fre- 
quent— ; sounded true if J be unsound — or be 

o o> 
separated from £' by 1 — « fl*J anomalous — 

Bubstitution of ^ for 1 and 5 in gen. and ace. 
of du. and^er/. p£. wiaac. — its substitution (1) 
for ! (a) regular — (b) anomalous or weak — (2) 
for j (a) regular — (b) anomalous — dispute as 

to regularity of fh^ — and of (Jsa*?. , Ikk^ t an( j 

Kjft? —its substitution for Hamza (1) regular, 
but not obligatory — (2) necessary — substitu- 
tion of ; and ^ for Hamza necessary in two 
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cats.— ^ anomalously substituted for many 
letters — its substitution for rest of above-men- 
tioned nine letters confined to hearsay — fro* 

quent in such as (1) ^*L* I and u^a^S — 
meaning of " such as " — second duplicate not 
converted in unaugmented tril, — substitution 

of ±$ ^ or ( a ) ^ rs ^ duplicate in J ^ when a 
non-inf. substantive — not ending in * of 
femininization — ^Hr*^ and £&Si& — 
>i)\yi — *>)**^ I and M;^ I — (b) second 

duplicate or third triplicate in (a) ^&i" | — ■ 
^dispute as to whether this form be deriv. or 

original— (6) c^*-aS —(c) «-*«;; —(d) 

» OG-"' GG- > ' 0=; 'f C > /^ «/ 

o*j*«« — ^jr*" — • (e) **^h<^ and ^***£> J — 
(y) ^^aju — ^j^aSS not used — (?) ^5^ ^ — 
{/ t \ &j^aj — its measure and formation — (i) 
o-a*JU — its formation — (;') «^cA* ^ and 

» O *Q* & ' ' 

u^^a^c — their formation — (&) ^/^ — (0 
^i £ — (m) ^JjsJsS , ^H^ , and I? I ^ —their 
formation— (n) J 1 5** and ,j"'*J ^ — (0) 
Jl^ixj I — (2) ^U ) — its sin*/. — substitution 
of tJ f or c ' ^ ' lT > and ^ —these four 
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substitutions weak— and for > 



substi- 



tuted for eighteen letters in all. 

§ 686. ; substituted for three letters — for | in ono case, 
where preceding letter is pronounced with 

O ©• 9 

pamm— u^i^ —for ^ in four cases, where 
^ occurs (1) quiescent, single, in a sing., and 
after Damma— ^ unchanged if mobile — or 
incorporated — or in a pL, preceding Damma 
being then converted into Kasra—- -(2) after 

'9 s 

Damma as J of (a) l)** — ( d ) a n. ending in 
fundamental, inseparable, g of femininization — - 

&&])> — (c) a n. ending in aug. I and ^ — ^^; 

—(3) as J of ^** when a substantive— l**** > 

^ , and ^*k said to be anomalous — meaning 

of " anomalous " — spellings of x >&> — (4) as 

£ of (_/** when (a) a substantive — <— & ^ji^ 
— (b) an ep. acting as a substantive — indication 

of its so acting— o./. of ^.^ ! , ^^^ I , and 

^j-sJ | — Damma of ^J-*-* , when a pure ep., 

said by GG to be converted into Kasra— ^j)^ 

and ^i^ — opinion of IM and his son — its 
differences from saying of GG— language of 
ghl — **> as a substantive — substitution of 

9 ' ' 

j (1) for | (a) obligatory in such as (a) l-jjIj-o 
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and L^iy* — cause of conversion in dim* — and 

O • ■" * 9 ^V 

in broken pl.—(b) V^ji^ — ( c ) f^h ' and 

>©>■£• y> y>> 2*''' 

r ^ | -(^) V; ^ and L-> ;r ^ —(e) ^^ ; 

and ^r^ —CO iJ V I , etc., and ^U I , etc., 

— cause of conversion — I s here assumed to be 

orig. ; s — (b) weak in such as $*- ; I and j^^ 
—every final I converted by Fazara and some 
of Kais into ^ in pause — reason for such 
conversion — heaviness of ^ why tolerated in 
pause — similar excuse for conversion of t into 
Hamza — ^c retained by Tayyi in continuity — 
1 converted by some of Tayyi into ; in pause— 
^j more frequent then y in dial, of Tayyi — ; 
retained in continuity — reason for conver- 
sion of 1 into ^ or ; —(2) for ^ (a) Obliga- 
te 9 O > x > 

tory in such as (a) &>?+ and yy* , ^j-.^ , 

s 9 O •„> 9 «••> 9 s* 

and ^yi — {^*t&* and y^6r* , ^**U^ and 
)**}** — U*« — ^T*r* —(ft) lJ^ and 
c^ —(c) ^ v*c —(b) anomalous, weak, in 
such as (a) 3^*^ —(ft) ^ ; and y&- —reason 
for change of ^ into j here — (c) *»U^ — 

2 9 O / 

dispute as to reality of change in **a>+<* and 
S;'*^ —dims, of fc^-x and ^^ — of **i-o and 
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e^aj — retention of ^ not obligatory — opinion 

9/o x> Q o x> c x » 

of IM— **t)<o and ^j? — fc^j* — the last 
said to be a weak c?ia?. var. — substitution of 

5 for Hamza (1) allowable— &j> , £>£. ^:x ( 
not a satisfactory e#. — (2) necessary — substi- 
tution of ) for * . 

§« 687. f substituted for four letters, (1) ) , neces- 

Ox Ox Go" 

earily, in f* alone— evolution of p* from *}> — 

s r 
vowel of its * — i — - ^ — - ^ generally restored 

°f 

in prefixion — f in f$ said by Akh to be a 

Ox 

6ti&$£. for * — f$ (a) aprothetic— (b) jpr^. to 

Cj x * > x Ox >x 

^ of 1st jpers. — u * — ^ , *** , and &>) f 

— * more correct than ^ — (c) pre. to 

explicit n., or to j>ro?i. other than ^ of 1st 

jpm. — f combined with ; in l*6d j** — expla- 
nation suggested by F — opinion of S— another 
explanation reported by F — opinion of IJ— 

Ox 

dial. vars. of f J — (2) J of art., in dial, of 
some— (3) <j , (a) regularly before l-j , when 
^ is quiescent — language of IM — reason of 
conversion — immaterial whether ^ and i--» be 
in one word or two— ^ written as ^ , though 
pronounced as j* —change of ^ into /> not pro- 
perly termed " conversion " — (b) anomalously 
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Iixrv- 



without l-> , when ^ is (a) quiescent — (6) 
mobile — converse substitution of ^ for /• — 

(4) <_- in (a) ^^ vsJi* — opinions of IS and 

IJ — sometimes pronounced with undotted £- 

— (b) j»j|; — opinions of AASh and IJ — (c) 

c^ so 

*£> — (d) f*J — |» why used as subst. for 

these four letters. 

2 ^. ^ 

§. 688. ^ substituted for four letters, (1) ; — ^j'**^ 

and ,_c^? — opinion of S — of Mb— of others 

— that of S preferable — ^ here why not a 
subst. for Hamzaof femininization— (2) J — 

^J orig. uW — or a separate dial. var. — 

x^T — ' u*'^ 3 an ^ l3 j I^- characterized by 

IH as anomalous, and ^^ as weak— (3) — 
(4) Hamza — alleged substitution of (j in 

ijbri , masc. of ^ ** , for Hamza of £**> — 
" substitution " here merely alternation — this 
application of " alternation " tropical. 

§. 689. ^ substituted for seven letters, (1, 2) > 
and ^ , when (a) a (— > — such substitution 

(a) regular in (J*** I and its variations- 
meaning of IH 's language— this substitution 
how indicated by IM — reason for change of <— * 
into ^> —theory that substitution here is 
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Ixxxvi. 
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always for ^ — t not included with ; and 
^ — dialectic peculiarities — j^'ji and ))H I 

s> 

— (6) irregular in numerous expressions — slsu 

a s* 9 ><V G^«J 0:5^> 0>-y> Ox^> 

and \±>\y> — ; j2a> — (jHC 8 10 , l\& , &-.d^j , 

and *-*{> — *6^ > ^5 }*> , and *&> — ^X and 
^x3 — sj^J and £>Jy —measure of last 
two — ^1;)1 necessary in default of *l;y — 

Sf^ 9/ Ox 9 o & 

^ 1 y — cSHj and ^xIj — (b) a J , in (a) e^cL ) 

9 o 

and ^^H — their *z> r ad. — meaning of " rad" — 

sign of femininization in them — &i) used 

o • 
oftener than <^.a? — Sf's opinion on <^ in 

Oo 9 o £ Go-- • o 

u^aj and ^M —(6) ^Afc „( c ) Ulf _ (d) 
) ^-u/ 1 — its ^ a sii&stf. for ^ or ^ — (e) (jtoJ 
—its ^> b, subst. for ^ — its formation — ^ in 
jjt^j ) contrasted with ^> in ^^^ — (J) ^$ 

'OS 

and ^>i^ — their diaf . vars. — their *&> not a 

sxibst. for ; — possible o. /. of ^d^ —its r^Z. ?i. 

- — (3) u^ » ™ ( a ) ^"^ — said by Fr to be 
a dial. var. — its ^ why not original — regarded 
by IH as sole instance of unincorporative sub- 

stitution for \j» — (b) <^*« — its formation — 






tOKTKKTS. 



Ixxxrii. 



(c) wu'j and ^6> 1 —(4) ^ , in e^*** —its 
p/, — and derivation — said by Fr to be a <f ictf. 
rar. — vowel of its J — (5) u> , in e^JU «i and 

9 *- * 

^^^ & — dial. vars. or cases of substitution — 

9 • ^ 9 „ ' 

meaning of u^J'^ i and v-i^ ^ — simj. of 

* " 9 9 

latter — u^JUi ori$r.. u^fi'US — substitution 

9 ' ' m Go ^ , 

in c^JU a an d e^a* weak — (6) k t in blwi — 

O 9 **> 

(7) i> , in «y^jJ — ci> seldom substituted for 
— £#. — v-s^-fc^, ^ , \^y^. ? an j ci*-fcxj . 

§. 690.. » substituted for six letters, (1) Hamza, (a) 
ati^., in (a) k^ ; *> — * in ^ j5 > | _($) c^a 
— (c) «y^ -(tf) «yjy,_ oor , - _ a]I foUr 
ears., transmitted by ISk— (b) rod'., in (a) 
^t** _ or lJu _( 6) cJT^Hamza here 
tvEj aRered into * —(c) Ub _ (j) ^*> _( e ) 

|.i» and .»*)• -CO U* -Hamza in these cases 
why changed into 8 —substitution of , for 
Hamza confined to hearsay— ; 2) I , in (a) 

*' I -opinions on its „ - (b) ^ -opinions 
on its last % —(c) *• and *L — ^ f, „ U 



PJLOf. 



or uJa> I 



■opinions on its s in former case— 
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(d) *l** —dispute about its last $ — opinion of 

BB -of Z and IH— of AZ, Akh, and KK— of 

others — substitution of s for / anomalous — (3) 

« • • 
; , in *Ua> - dispute as to whether its last « bo 

substituted for 5 or for 1 converted from 3 — 

of I 

meaning of I here — (4) ^ , in (a) *^*> for ^^ 
— its last s a subst. for ^ in pause — or in pause 
and continuity alike— such substitution not 
regular— subsidiary to introduction of conj. ^ 
in continuity — conj. ^ elided in pause --last & 

of *i>* quiescent in pause, rarely in continuity — 

mostly pronounced with Kasr in continuity, 
with or without conj. ^ — proof that « is not 

for femininization— (b) &W& — (5) ^ , in (a) 

**:*. y , Zzalle s etc., in pause— continuity some- 
times treated like pause, and pause like conti- 

nuity — (b) * Uj and *I j^ 1 — (c) *^» — rcgard- 

s J * 
ed.by many as a dial. var. — measure of ^>^ 

— like that of ci^-clb — its o.f. — measure of Xy>\> 

_(d) * HJ t —(e) M;*J f — (6) c , in (a) J«b — 

(b) ^^ — (e) *<>• — * J* distinguished by some 



from ^iV« 



G^*,-£ 



§.691. J substituted for two letters, (I) (J — J^l 
— C^*° I dim, of ^2<^ 1 — or a sing. n. peculiar 
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OOKTZXTS. 
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to the di ?/*.— effect of dim. fonnation on its 
cense — J^ | an d (j I }* diptote when used as 

^ s s o 

names — (2) ijp — £>^* I — alternative forms. 

§- 692. k substituted for two letters, (1) o , (a) 
regularly in JW | after a letter of covering — 

reason of substitution — (b) anomalously in 
attached nom. jjron. of every pret. v. of 1st or 
2nd per s. after a letter of covering — in dial. 
of Banu Tamlm — J of t\, if k , then incorpo- 
rated into k of 2>ro?i. — substitution why 

anomalous — (2) ^ — k* an( ] b>> ( . 

§. 693. ^ substituted for three letters, (1) ^ in (a) 

fjx^i ) , (a) regularly after «^, ^ , or 3 — 

^ and mostly ^ then incorporated into it — 
causes of conversion and incorporation — 
incorporative conversion not relevant here — 
after ^ conversion necessary, and incorporation 
usua l — (&) anomalously after ^r — conversion 
why anomalous — exs. — confined to hearsay — 

(b) some anomalous'formations, (a) ^;* and 

^^ — (fc) *>$y± —reason for supposing its 
to be a subsi. for -^ — this substitution not 
to be copied — contrasted with cases (a, a) r.nd 
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(a, 6) — (2) k — ^)" — meanings of 
Je r t etc.— (3) ^ — /^ ! . 

§. 694. ^ substituted for ^j when (1) double, (a) in 
pan Be — cause of substitution — and of its 
employment in pause — (b) in continuity when 
treated like pause — (2) single, (a) in pause — 
dialectic peculiarity — object of substitution — 



(b) not in pause — £**"• I and d^»~^ ] f or 

L _5' u ^» t and e^Mv* | — vocalization of ^ — sub- 
stitution more anomalous here than in cases 

(1, a), (1, b), and (2, a)— ^ in g~" \ 

possibly a subst. for 1 of ^j***^ I — &aa«saj: of 
Kudfi'a. 

§. 695. ^f substituted for ^ before £, ^ , J , and 
b — substitution how accounted for — similar 
to Imala — not allowable after these letters — 
but not prevented by separation from them — 

regular, but not necessary — lo]^ — vSi 

§. 696. ) substituted for two letters, ,j» and ^ , when 

quiescent before £ — (1) for jj^ — Jj^ and 

ji*» of what conjrigs. — cause of substitution — 

simulation not allowable here — (2) for ^ — 
quiescent ^f , before ^ , pronounceable (1) as 
pure 5 — couse of change — (2) as jp simulating 
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sound of 3 — simulation why not allowable in ^j» 
— exs. — meaning of IH *s words on this subject 
— mobile ^ before ^ not changed into pure 
y — but sometimes made to simulate \ — 
though more rarely than quiescent ^_f — con- 
version into ) allowable only when heard — 
simulation similarly restricted in ^f separated 
from & by more than a vowel — mobile ij» 
converted into 3 before J* m dial, of Kalb — 
simulation by ^ and ^ — its cause — its rarity 
disputed — meaning put by Jrb upon " simula- 
tion' ' in case of ■£ and ^ — these two letters not 
made into pure ) — summary of previous discus- 
sion — (3) as pure ^f — simulation more frequ- 
ent than substitution, and sounding plain than 
both — meaning of " sounding plain" — compa- 
rative frequency of such pronunciations as are 
allowable in quiescent ^_f — and in quiescent ^y 
— end of what Z, IH, and IM mention in this 
chapter. 
§, 696 A. Substitution of other letters — of all letters in 
order of outlets— (1) Hamza— (2) '—(3) * — 
(4) * for two letters, ^ and Hamza — (5) i for 
two letters, £ and £ — (6) ^- for £ — (7) £ for 
> — reciprocity between them — (8) jj for i—> — 
(9) \-$ for two letters, (a) JJ — reciprocity 
between them— (b) ^> —(10) ^ —(11) J^ 
for three letters, (a) <— > — (b) ^ — observa- 
tion by ItJ-(c) lT -(12) ^ -(13) J> 



PAGE. 



1389—1395 






xcn\ 



«0NTB:i1*. 



for J — jj^ wrongly put here, instead of \jf » 
by some MSS — ^^. , not ^-^> , given by 

lexicologists for dk± — (14) J — (15) ; for 
J _ (16) ^ _(i 7) h ._(i8) * -(19) «y 
—(20)-^— (21) J— (22) (j^ for three letters, 
(a) cd — tksdw*) — adduced by Z as evidence 

that ^ is a letter of substitution — (b) ^ — 
( c ) J — (23) k — no instance of its unincor- 
porative substitution — (24) & for two letters, 
£ and & — j^r*, ^, and ^ not reckoned by 1H 
among letters of substitution — (25) & for two 
letters, ^ and 3 — (2G) ui for two letters, 

( a ) t±j j. 5 * — (b) <_> — (27) l^> for two letters, 

e and lJ — (28) f —(29) > . 



CHAPTER X.— TRANSFORMATION OP THE 
UNSOUND. 
§. 697. Unsoundness— transformation— definition of it 
as a technical term— alleviation of Hamza and 
some cases of substitution excluded— degrees of 
dissimilarity between these two processes and 
transformation— alteration of Hamza not a 
transformation— nor substitution, elision, or 
quiescence, of sound letters other than Hamza 
—nor inflectional alteration of unsound letters 
—three modes of transformation— (1) conver- 
sion— (2) elision— (a) regular— (b) euphonic 
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— (c) curtailing or arbitrary — (3) transfer of 
vowel — subsequent treatment of unsound letter 
— transfer subsidiary to quiescence — letters of 
transformation — also named " unsound letters" 

— Hamza included by some — ) , 5 , and ^ why 
subject to alteration — vowels really parts of 
them — consonant when termed " mobile " or 
" quiescent M — vowel of mobile consonant pro- 
nounced after, not with, it — impletion of vowel 
into letter of prolongation — number and des- 
cription of vowel3 — \ 9 ) > and ^ found in ns., 

vs., and ps. — I not rad. in decL ns. or in vs. — 
rad. in ps., uninfl. ?is., imitative ejs. 9 and 
foreign names — formations sound or unsound — 
quad. n. or v. — quin. — condition of redupli- 
cation in quad. — definition of unsound for- 
mation — its unsound constituent — Hamza not 
technically termed " unsound " — formations 
divisible into (1) formed, and not formed, with 
Hamza — both being sound and unsound — (2) 
reduplicated and unreduplicated — both being 
sound and unsound — these two divisions omitted 
by IH — reduplicated also formed, and not 
formed, with Hamza — definition of " formed 
with Hamza " — and of " reduplicated " — such 

formations as Jj^ no ^ uamed " reduplicated "— 
seven divisions of unsound formations — their 
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§. 698. Positions of unsound letters — I — 5 and^- — 
agreement between itnaug. ) and ^ in (I) 
occurrence of either as (a) t— > — (b) £ — (c) 
J — (d) £ and J — double 3 or ^ as rare here 
as double guttural — double Hamza not used — 
double » extraordinary — (2) precedence of 
either before the other as <— > and £ respectively 
— precedence of 3 more frequent — only instan- 
ces of either — difference between them in (1) 
precedence of 5 before ^ aB u or £ and J 
respectively — converse precedence not found — 
; and ^ as £ and J , respectively, more fre- 

quent than double ^ — 5 in ^5*^ and *}**• 
held by S to be a subst. for second ^ — first ^ 

in (♦/ii^- why not converted into 1 — or incor- 

porated into second — 5 in ^1j^ held by Mz 
to be original — opinion of S correct — his re- 

marks on *)i?» — ; why substituted for its last ^ 
— (2) occurrence of ^j as (a) *— * and £ — 
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^*j liko *~^y and ^^ — (b) <-J and J — 
•>j and ^-^W ^ — 5 not so used in either case, 

except in (a) J5I — opinion of R — homogeneity 

of t_J and £ rare— less disagreeable with separa- 
te 
tion or incorporation — (b) )!; — its 0. /. — its 

component letters — reasons for considering its 

{ a > — its dim. — ^ a ) more often than a ^ 






CONTENTS. 



— ^^2 ) or <-^i ; f — ^^d ) ; rejected — ^ ^ \ 

— l^j^). — similarity of **-5 and J rare in 
tril. — (3) occurrence of ^ as *— 5 , * , and 

, contrary to ^ with possible exception of 3!} 

— 0. /.of I k —and of £ ^ ,% tf , etc.— their * 
orig. a ^ — but , according to F, a 5 — I of 

Jb , Ji^ , etc. — P of {&* , ^r , etc. — 

o 

measure of *^ . 



page. 



THEjAND^ASuS. 

§. 699. ^ (1) retained unaltered -why so treated — ^^* 

(2) elided in (a) aors* — 0. /. of ^i and ^))i 
— their 3 why elided— elision desirable for 
alleviation— their ^ why not elided — or their 

Kasra — $ of £**l why not elided — theory of 
KK on reason for elision — ; retained if letter 
after it be pronounced with Fath — ^ — 

£~a> and ~-*d — £***£ and ^d — ^i — ^^d 
— elision extended to remaining variations of 

aor., and to imp. — (b) inf. ns.—o. f. of *^ c 
said to be (a) SJ^; — its ; why elided— two 

qualifications necessary for elision— one not 
sufficient — no elision in simple substantive — 
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transfer of vowel the intended mode of trans- 
formation in inf. n., and elision merely con- 
sequential — or elision intended, and transfer 

G" G^ 

subsidiary — (b) <^£} — s in &«^ c a compen- 
sation for elided y — in H^) and W; why 

G»^ 

combined with y — elision of * — fcj &£) — its 

G- ->'^ 

£ why pronounced with Kasr in Sa-c — ^^ 

T.^ G'> G^*- GJ^ G^ G^ 

an d £xa — IU> - Zt£ and *U* or *& — *W — 

G^ G^- G «^ 

^3^ and ^; — «^ £ *i — (3) converted — ^ 

like 2 , except in elision — not elided in aor. — 

ezs r — why not elided — i^y**t and y***i — only 

instances of elision — conversion of ^j — 3 con- 
verted into Hamza, (1) necessarily, when ini- 
tial and followed by a mobile ; — or rather by 
a ; not a letter of prolongation converted from; 
an aug. — conversion of first necessary if second 
be (a) not a letter of prolongation — (b) a 
letter of prolongation unconverted, or converted 

from a rad. — opinion of KK on ^J^\ — dispute 
as to necessity for conversion when second is 
alleviated form of Hamza— (c) original— dis- 
cussion of condition that second be mobile — 
conclusions based on it — first j why not con- 
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verted into ^ — (2) allowably in such as *)^\ 
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and ^j} I , and, according to Mz, ^^ I — (3) 
invariably in ^2 1 — (4) irregularly in &LJ | , 

O^-l , eic. — i U*w I — i>:LJ — rarity of initial 

- pronounced with Kasr — initial ; sometimes 

txmverted into *^> — substitution of ^ for 5 not j 

regular, except in J>*±* i — ; and ^ in lM^ 5 t 
regularly converted into ^ , when not con- 
verted from Hamza — conversion of quiescent 
; and ^j into ^ and 3 , respectively. 

§, 700. Fatha of £ original in £9**i and ul^;i , but 

adventitious in £*~2 and ^^ — antagonism of 
these two Fathas — latter likened to Kasra in 

;^?=^ — this Kasra adventitious — y^=p>~> there- 
fore not diptote — former likened to Kasra in 



CJ,^i „ 



§. 701. Conversion of * or ^ into | in ao/\ of J>^ I — 

^d t and v«*x> I an d their variations— this 
mode of conjugating universal among some 
Hijazls— and practised by Shf— J^, 
U^ 1 - > and l^^ — four d/a/. rar$. in J^ 
<tor. of J*-* whose <— > is a j — three anomal- 
oub, and one chaste — Kasra in J^4> distin- 
gnished from Kasra in *A*> and *!*-> — lJ^H 
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peculiar to dial, of Banu Asad— imp. of l)^*; 

— indication that conversion of j in l^-^ and 

l)^5^ into I or ^ is regular — language of Sf, 

F, and others— of IH — o"" an( * U"* ^ — 
this conversion of ^ into ) found only in aor. 
whose £ is pronounced with Fath, and said by 
S not to be regular — aoristic ^ not pro- 
nounced with Kasr here. 

§. 702. Substitution of ^ for <-i of (J**M when a 

— ^ vi 1 wrong — \J& I and ^^ ! anomalous or 
rare — ^ in act,, or ; in joass., not changed 
into ^ in chaste dial. — ^^ ) not from ^^ ) 
— but from &sa> — so said by F — existence of 
&^> contested by Zj — F 's opinion verified — 

or from ^3 — this derivation better — some 
Bdd reported to allow conversion of ^ into 

^> — tf+i I wrong — ;)j 1 and O; vulgar. 



Hamza — this ^ not converted into ^ 

s s a •x* a ^- it j 



THEjAND^AS^S. 

§. 703. Transformed, olided, or preserved — transfor- 
mation — three modes of transformation in 
£ — (1) conversion — into I — precluded in 1 
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)J> and ^j^ , and in v^.3^ and ^'-*2aj 
reasons for conversion into I — its cause not 
Very substantial — operative only on J or 
£ , and easily restrained from action — prin- 
cipally effective in r. — this transformation ori- 
ginal in pret. act. of unaugmented tril. — and 
conformable to original in aor., act. or pass., of 
unaugmented triL y and in pret. act., and aor. 

pass. r of two augmented trils., J^ 1 and J.****- ) 

— but not found in aor. whose £ is orig. pro- 
nounced with r)amm or Kasr — classification of 
ns. subjected to this transformation — conver- 
sion into 1 found in (a) tril. n. — (b) r. (a) 

triL — (6) conformable to tril. — <j^*~l — 
t-»^»f > J^> , and ^ki —(c) n. conformable 

G»^ 

to (b, a) or (b, b) — contrary to (a) J^ and 
£^ — O**^ anc ^ l)^^ anomalous — or J.^ 
regular, but weak — ^'o and y*&* — ^ *) — 

^> and {£) — conditions of conversion in two 

0^5 c» ^ ^ g ^ „^ 

last— «^^ — s UU an d * \±\> — (b) J^b 

and ^k , J^ and ^^^ , ^ y an d ^i' , * ^£J 
and ^^ — these formations disqualified for 

G ^^ 

conversion of £ into I —contrary to JJ & an fl 
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£> ^ — and to J* ! and >•&£"! — qualification 
needed for such transformation in dcriw — 

additional disability in *<f and ^ti , p*J and 
^x^J —omission of conversion anomalous — its 
anomalousness disputed in (J**t and J^M 
when they havo no triL v. — transformation also 
heard in most of these anomalies — (2) quies- 
cence by transfer of vowel — reason for such 
transformation — this quiescence principally in 
1\ — in nnangmented triL — and augmented — 
treatment of > and ^j after transfer of vowel — 

9 Is 9 s 

nature and extent of alteration — <•«« and ^m 
why not transformed in same way as their 

O)"/ O O ^ (I 9 o s 

2>reL — (J*-*"* 9 J^-^ , and J)**** similar — 

classification of ns* conformable to v, in this 

respect — transfer adopted for observance of 

mode of formation — by mobilization of quies- 

9 s 
cent «— > with vowel of £ — fihi — other exs. 

— confusion between cats, of y and ^- not 
heeded here— conditions of transfer — another 
added in Tashll — (3) elision, (a) necessary, 
(a) where quiescence of final is necessitated, 
by ( oc ) attachment of pron, — vowel of initial — 

y *s ' os 

e^«J — ^J — (3) apocopation or quasi- 
apocopation — (6) in such as &*& \ an d ZAt'\~ | 
— dispute as to I elided here — this mention of 
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*"k 1 and **»Uaa* j not a superfluous repetition— 

G ~ „ O ~ „ 

(b) allowable in sucb as (a) ti^ and ^-*4^ — 

(6) *>j*V and £J»*i> — elision neces?ary in latter 
ca£. — nature of alteration in it disputed — opi- 
nion of S on both. cats. — theory that former is 

orig. J*i* — refuted by S — or that former is 
orz<;. (J*** — transformation of J*** into Jl*£* 
being regular in assimilate ep. — and latter arig r 

>- soy *,') qs) 

D^ixh — and &*i orig. J*i —opinion of S pre- 
ferable — elision why necessary in latter cat. — 

t "■as 

(c) rare in jH*Ai — preservation of ) and - — 
reasons for it in such as (1) ±j)^ and «^i^- — 

O^-'x G • • «^ O s s *■ G s , ,. 

(2) Ji^ , ^*;^ , ^'C*** , and ^-^ — addi- 
tional reason in latter cat. — (3) iljy an d 

§." 704. Tri7. vs. whose £ is unsound — ^ — formations 

of vs. in cate. of ; and ^ — no J**£ in caf. of 

1 , nor Jaaj in m£. of ^ — ^akj and *i*J 

said to be (1) J**i from (a) J** in cat. of ; 

—their jw-ef. — and o. /.-—(b) J*J m caf. of 
(a) ^ — (6) * , anomalously— (2) intermix- 
tures of two dial. vars. — refutation of (2) — 

and of (1, b, b,)— #& . 
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§. 705. Transmutation of oU* , when its £ is jor^j 

into \J-*J on attachment of mobile nom. pron. — 
<"• -^ -* -* ^-jx- ^** *- 

j*^ and J0> not or/ /jr. J-"* —but J-** -^-dispute 

on manner of transition from ^^1** to -=-~A$ — 
theory (1) of many that J** is transmuted 

■" 9' 

into (J-* 1 * — this opinion adopted by Z and 
JM — (2) of IH that Pamm and Kasr are 
for explanation of the v. as a scion of ; and 
^5 respectively — meaning of " scion " — his 
argument — reason given by earlier authorities 
for suggesting transmutation — his argument 
in reply — ^3) of R— alleged transmutation of 

£}> and ^ into £*.' and {<£ — ^ and <Jd) — 
no transmutation without mobile nom. pron., 

except in &v and J-i} — explanation of these 
two. 
§. 706. Vocalization of letter preceding unsound £ in 
pass, of pret.) tril. or on measure of J*3Ci j 

or J-**M — dial. vars. in cat. of (1) (J^ and 

/**? — (a) pure ^ — evolution of £*•? — and 

<J** — opinion of S in §. 710 strengthened — 
{h) Ishmam — this dial. var. chaste — (c) pure 

^ 9 '9 

y — evolution of J £ — and *y — opinion of 
Akh in §. 710 strengthened — this dial. var. of 
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bo account — fuller explanations — pure ^ and 
j explained by IH — and by Jz — latter expla- 
nation more probable — Ishmam — different 
from Ishmam in pause — how pronounced — its 
essence — so understood by Fr and GG — said 
by some to be like Ishmam in pause — how 
described by others — really Raum — its object 

* 0_ * 9 

— (2) u>A> and **=->*> — vocalization of their 
*-J — ambiguous forms avoided — and replaced 
by unambiguous — but not disallowed by Wes- 
terns — nor noticed by S — ambiguity disregard- 
ed by him — and pardoned by Sf — possible 
meaning of " avoided " — avoidance prefer- 
able — but not necessary with distinctive con- 

text— (3) yt^M and ^1 —vocalization of 
their conj. Hamza. 

§. 707. £ sounded true in (1) v. of wonder — (2) J*i I 
of superiority — two causes assigned by IH — 
only second by S — no reason for first — (3) 

d& I i. q. <>& — &) I and ^ ) —(4) 

d** ' "—(^) *J^ I — n ° reason for assigning 

any cause — distinction between J^ 1 and J** J 

— (6) such V3. as &y" and a&° — ^^ — 

ls*v*J , etc.— its £ orig. pronounced with Kasr 
— (7) variations of vs. whose £ is sounded 
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true — £ sometimes (1) transformed in J** 

denoting defects— "-and in its deriva.— (2) 

anomalously sounded true in l)** \ and J*a*~ \ 

—to notify o. /. of eonjug. 

§. 708. Additional cause requisite for conversion of ; 
or ^ into ! in penultimate after aw#. I ~ 
nature of such cause — no conversion in ante- 

penultimate — Hamza in % \ £; and & ^ , <J^ ^ 
and ?>k , J> | ; I and A I j>. , >^ ^ and y' k$ 
—why substituted for ' — first I why not 
elided— Ham2a in $ ^ — • j and ^ , in <zc^ 
yarf. of unaugmented tril.> said to be converted 
into Hamza when transformed in v.— really 
converted into J , and from 1 into Hamza — 
elision of £ impossible — cause pf its conversion 
into ! — and from \ into Hamza — this Hamza 
written as nndotted ^ — £ sounded true in 
act. part, when so sounded in v. — £ and J 
sometimes transposed in act. part, of hollow 
v. — and always by Khl when its J is Hamza 
— his argument — similar transposition by him 



*" * s 



in \j\iaL and klk^ y & | ^ and £ I ^ — answer 
to his argument — «^S and lJU — i_5U 



6 * 



anomalous— its derivation — and f orms-^— ^U * 
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f& , etc., said to bo (1) J*f , (a) abbre- 
viated from J*** ""*(b) intensive fofm of J^ 

o • 

—(2) ijsti by elision of (a) its £ —whether 
as ) or I or Hamza — their measure in this case 
— (b) its aug. \ — their measure in this case 

— A's procedure— ^ — £ of J^ sounded 
true. 

§. 709. Pass, part oiiriL v. whose £ is unsound — 
evolution of £*v» and J*** — why not £j** 
— dispute between S and Akh on letter 
elided— each disputant contravening a rule 
of his own — argument in support of each— 

effect of dispute on measure of ^^^ — and 

9 ' 

on alleviation of %y>++ — anomalies in cat of 
5 — and of ^ — cat of ^ treated as sound by 

O 9 e *> 

Banu Tamim — exs. in poetry — \J)Z±* and 

a 9'^ 

x)}±*<* anomalous according to H — his opinion 

O Jo • O >c 

controverted — ^j** - * said — and ^fx» — 
complete form allowed by Mb as a poetic 
license — but regarded by A as a Tamimi 
dial var, — opinion of ISh on pass. part, in 
cat. of ^ — and of ; — pass, part, in latter 
cat, sometimes treated as sound — such treat- 
ment regularly allowed by Mb— but not 
by A. • 
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§. 710. Opinion of S on treatment of ^ when a quies- 
cent P preceded by Damma — and of Akh-** 
reason for treatment advocated by S — and 
by Akh — reply to letter — exs. — measure of 

J>£ and <— £^ — and of *&**♦ — Akh's rule 
\Jl) contravened by himself in pass, prrt.->— 

© y OS 99 

measure of ^m — <***? or £^ — (2) incon- 
sistent with hearsay^ &y*a* — its measure 
and derivation — «aa^ and &Ua* . 

%. 711. Transformation a property of vs. — imparted 
to ns. only by conformity to vs. — unaug- 
mented tril. n. (1) transformed when mo- 

O// 

delled on u, i. e. when on measure of <J** 

or J>*5 — conversion of £ necessary here — 
but sometimes omitted — such forms anomal- 

GJ/- 

ous— no i)*$ in hollow n. — (2) treated as 

sound when not modelled on v. — f£ — trans- 
formability of inf. n. determined by that of 
v.— treatment of (J*3 . 

§ 712. Condition of transformation in augmented 
tril. n. not conformable to v. — difference 
from v. not prescribed in unaugmented tril. 
— why prescribed in augmented, and not in 
unaugmented — meaning of "conformable" — 
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applicability of condition to ns. hitherto 
mentioned— nature of prescribed difference — 

peculiar difference in f' £ and £-> W — exs. of 
augmented £ri7. with, and without, prescribed 
difference — rule as stated by A — two sort3 

of n. covered by itr-(l) (&* — |^» nn d 

^)&y* — &!*&* from ^ — * of femininization 
no obstacle to agreement with z>. in measure 

— anomalies—their object— f*y and &*&* 

9 tt Q * • 99 

—(2) J**? and <*£V — C *£V or £**3 —this 
sort of n. how distinguishable from v. — 

9 sO^. 

another condition prescribed by Mb — fiy* 

9*** So o 

and iM±* , and J^ and <*•**> — n. resemb- 
ling, or differing from, aor. in both measure 

and augment — first sort like (j^l and £j~ I 

9 * Off J-'O^ G/O G*09 09 •£ 

— ^5^1 ard £« I , £« 1" , and £*y — ; ; £ I 
and ^^ I — ^y^ I and &* c | — £ L>'y& | and 
i LU^| — £ Uaj } — transfer here anomalous — 

G 

— w^u — ^b| — second soit like kxsu* — 
this the obvious conclusion, according to A 
— opinion of YM and his son — objection to it 
— their reasoning applicable only to parti- 
cular dial. — second sort how indicated by 
IM — opinion of Khl — A's conclusion shared 
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by many etymologists— J;*^ , £jy^ , and 

e 

§. 713. Non-final mobile ) and ^ * generally imper- 
vious to conversion, by preceding Kasra 

and Damma, into ^ and j respectively — 
and still stronger when doubled — j some- 
times so converted for conformity — but not 
^j — such conversion found in (1) the inf. n. 

whose £ is transformed in the v. — though 
not necessarily in this way — 3Uc C on- 

o ••-* o^ q <■» 

trasted with '^j&k — J^ with &\$ and 

* **- ° ' °i 

|.t^ — and (j^^c with f*3 —(2) thepZ. whose 

£ is transformed in the sing.— ^ of ^» — 

and of ft* — JW* — fc | ;; and % t y —(3) 

• • ^ • 

the pi. whose £ is quiescent in the sing., 
and followed by | in the pi. — ifo^c and * j/ 

— *)>? anomalous — t needed here — effective 
as element in cause of conversion — and 
powerful as auxiliary in (1) and (2) — *^y 

9 -" 9 • 

allowable for conformity — \^f*- and ^^ 

9> 9^ 

— ji" said to be contracted from /*> . 
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§. 714. Augmented tril.ns. t when not like ZJS) and 

! V * 

iUUL* | debarred from transformation by 

quiescent before, or after, its j or ^ — such 
n5. of three kinds — reason for absence of 
transformation in (1) these ns. generally— 

(2) *UjM and iU^J — *U*| and *Uaj| 

9^ 9^ • o 

sometimes said — £-•£( and i«UjL* J ^hy 

9 -"" •• • 9 • 

transformed— (3) Jljj and J 1 ***' , ckjk , 
y *%*£ and J;^ , (JJjaJ and ;^*^ — ambiguity 
alleged as reason in Jf j*> and ;t*Mj — nature 
of this ambiguity — true reason — (4) JJj 5 ^ 

O ^ o 9'° 9^ o 

and fa'^s^ — (5) J^ and^4^-» — cause of 
transformation present here — excuse for 

© 9 ' g *■ 

non-transformation — (6) *£* and ( v r v* so 
far a3 regards conversion of their * into I — 

" " 9 -* O 9* 

(7) u>l^ , L^r 5 , and j*^ — true reason. 

§♦ 715. Second of two unsound letters enclosing I of 

* ultimate pL is converted into ! —and this t 

into Hamza — &£** anomalous, like jj^ 

— such conformity of pi. to sing, not 

9 *' 

universal — nor tfyi-o to be taken as a 
precedent — conversion actually heard only 
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COXTI^Tg, 



in case of two )s a3 enclosing letters — but 
extended by Khl and S to case of two ^ s 
or of 5 and ^ — this extension disallowed 
by Akh — pis. of act. part, from ^j*?** and 

,_£>£ — reason for Akh's doubt — sound 
opinion that of S — further authority for it 
— second unsound letter not converted when 



PAGI. 



fa 



r from end — Af and A*$*F- — so *b* and 



Oa> 



f*S , but f>\y° and *!y — ^t-* and fW 
anomalous — similar conflict of opinion on 
conversion of second of two unsound letters 

enclosing antepenultimate I in non-pl. 

§. 716. Treatment of ; and ^ combined, when their 
first is quiescent — cause of incorporation — 
) and ^ treated as likes — incorporation 
encouraged by quiescence of their first — 5 
converted, whether first or second — no 

incorporation in (1) ;*j*** and £1$?* — nor 

in J;j5 and Jjj* —(2) ^^ and *)y»fe*^ 

— measure of ^1^ —(3) ^ and ^; — 
conversion and incorporation sometimes 
found in (3)— never allowable in (1)— 

^5 — ^^b , s^ 9 and 5^ — dispute about 

2 of ^^ — preceding Damma changed into 
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CONTEXTS. 
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Kasra — either vowel allowable in ^J pi. of 
±$$ I — and in some other forms — conversion 
(1) in ft-° and f£ anomalous— for want of 
^ in their o. /.— or of finality in their 
double ^ — reason of its conversion— (2) in 
*W J more anomalous, 
!§, 717. Treatment of ; and ^ after t of ultimate pL 
not preceded by j or ^ — <jkJ l*« — jj Ur. 

— i_^J Ua^ — opinion of S on last — of Jh — 
regular form— of Zj — of IH— confirmation 
of his opinion — Hamza in all three pis. 
anomalous. 

§. 718. ^ , when £ of ^> , (1) converted into 5 in 
substantive — ^^ — virtually, when not 
actually, a substantive — ^5^ and ^f 

treated as substantives — anarthrous ^$1** 
not a quaL — but treated as a substantive — 

small sense of qualification in L }*£) of 
superiority — (2) not converted in ep>— but 
Damma before it converted into Kasra — so 

G»J 9 

in pi. \J** — (_*=& — it3 Damma converted 
into Kasra— but sometimes left, and ^ then 
converted into j . 
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THE ; AND ^ AS J S. 

§. .719. More unsound than as £ s— the nearer to the. 
end, the more subject to transformation — 
transformation lighter than use of o. /. — 
predicament of 5 and ^ as finals — modes of 
transformation — these letters (1) converted 

into \ — ^)f- and <^&*; , ^yf and 1*4*; , 

and ^fc^^ and ^ k* —measure of last two 

Go*- Se^ ^ ,.*•• "^«*- 

— )>£ and L y; — t;>* and l&** , j'ft-o** and 

^b:^ , and ^j^ r and ^^j — v&^ I — 

^x^^l — objection to IITs explanation of 
non-conversion in last — better opinion on 
last two — non-conversion of their J not 
attributed to accidental character of its 

vowel— t 5 ^M and ^y^t — (jr^M and 
^x<&L ) — one condition of .conversion that 

vowel of ; or ^be permanent— conformabi- 
lity, or affinity, of ?i. to v. not a condition of 

conversion in its J — &\yy> and ^W* — con- 
version not prevented by * of femininization 
after the J —nor by aug. \ before it- 
restoration of \ to its 0. /., (a) from fear 
of ambiguity — exs. in v. — and ?i. — 1 elided 

in ^ r and ^j^) how treated in veL ?>.— 
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CXlll, 



PAGE. 



restored j and ^ not reconverted into I — 
(b) for conformity — restoration of J to its 
place — ^ then not converted into*! in 

t^^;t and tf^f — elision of ^ in sing, 
masc* after Ka3ra or Fatha — y and ^ in 

^V 5 ;! and ^i-*;] not converted— but ^ 
sometimes elided — in absence of ambiguity, 

1 not restored [to its <?./.] for avoidance of 
elision on account of two quiescents — (2) 

made quiescent — ;}*i — ij"\i and .j^VI 
(nowi.)— similarly ^*M — o^V ' (# e?l 
and ij*) \ — (3) elided — sometimes arbitra- 
rily — from frequency of usage — J not 
elided in v>^L | — (4) preserved. 

§. 720. Capacity of ^ and ^ for bearing inflectional 
vowels after (1) a quiescent — (2) a mobile 
— meaning of " mobile" — kind of vowel 
found before each — y and ^ sometimes 
quiescent in subj. and ace. — explanations of 

ydJ ^ \ —such quiescence found in prose — 

2 and ^ quiescent in ind. and nom. — ^ 
sometimes mobile — catalogue of anomalies 
in treatment of unsound letter as seat of 
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inflection— ; not found in gen. — predica- 






ment of - — sometimes mobile — this pro- 
nunciation said to be a poetic license — 

opinion of R — ; and ^ elided in apoc. — 

sometimes retained — f retained, except in 
apoc. — and sometimes even there. 




§. 721. 


No decL n. ending in ; preceded by a vowel 


1577— 158a 



— cause of that-— treatment of ; when a J , 
final or virtually final, after original Damma, 
in decL ft. — cxs. — 5 converted into ^ , and 
then Damma into Kasra — ) not so converted 

when (1) not a J — J.*S — (2) followed by 
inseparable termination — exception when 
preceding Damma is upan another ; — (3) 
after accidental pamma— (4) in a v. — (5) 
in a n., but invariably pronounced with 

Path— }* sole instance — reasons for reten- 
tion of y here — corresponding predicament 
of ^ after Damma as respects conversion 

of Damma into Kasra — Fr and Sf on £) ^ 

— instances of non-finality as preventive of 
conversion— analogous instances in other 

cats. — Khl on differentiation of»£^ and 

fe k* from 2j1U an d 2*1** . 
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C3T. 



§. 722. Similar treatment of final ; after Damma, in 
spite of intervening letter of prolongation, 

in Jy^ — this ) converted into ^ — and 
then preceding ; — and Damma of £ into 
Kasra — this process invariable in pi, but 
not in sing. — exs. of conversion and non- 
conversion in sing. — S on proper letter in 
sing, and pL — final y strong when doubled — 
conversion then necessary, proper, or 

improper — ; not converted if not final — 

2 «" 

extraordinary cases of conversion— ^g^** 4 

or y±*+ — cause of transformation in former 

— similar transformation in pass. part, whose 

2?? g > > 

J is Hamza — f* — vowel of i-J in J%** 

after conversion of y and Damma — *ye and 
J^ — conversion why allowable here — its 
regularity disputed— fl& anomalous. 
§. 723- Final y and ^ after aitg. I converted into I , 
and afterwards into Hamza — ^1; and ^ 
— cause of conversion into I — and then into 
Hamza — preceding I to be aug. — reasons for 
thi3 — and also, says Mz, third — ^1} — *$) 

coordinated with H\) and <W£ — ^J$ — y 
and not converted before inseparable s 
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of femininization —inseparable termination 
a preventive of conversion into J — exs. — 
'i% Ike or ^'^ c , *£ ^ or &W £ , and &V ^ or 
&N^ — ^in »^ii an d ^^ allowable for 
same reason as ^ here — s$l&~ and %&& not 
like £Ala£ and *Ua£ — inseparable termination 
not a preventive of conversion of j » when 
a J , after Kasra into ^ — W* — & W* 

and £ I***. . 

§, 724. Conversion of final ; after Kasra into ^ — its 
cause — conditions requisite for conversion 

of mobile ^ after Kasra into ^ — treat- 
ex c 

ment of mobile ^ after Damma — h^ and 
UJii — reason of conversion in them — deriva- 

fixer O^o tfjo 

tion of **** — -of hi* and W^ — conversion 
of ^ in cat of ^ , u^ , and ^ into I 

—whether this ^j be oW</. ; or not— such 
conversion peculiar to vs. 

§. 725. J of JM , (1) when j , preserved— no dis- 
tinction here between substantive and ep. — 
cause of non-conversion— (2) if ^ , pre- 
served in ep. t and converted into ; in sub- 
stantive—substantive why selected for 
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transformation — moderation intended — this 
change made in most cases — alleged excep- 
tions — change of ^into y in substantive said 
by IM here and inCK, agreeably with opinion 
of most GG, to be regular — but in Tashil to 
be anomalous — as also in another of his com- 
positions — his admission there as to opinion 
of most GG — his proof that this change is 

anomalous — criticism on his proof — J of 

Jt*3 , (1) if ^ , preserved — no distinction 
here between substantive and ep. — cause of 
non-conversion — (2) if ; , preserved in 
substantive, and converted into ^ in ep. — 

^j^iaJ \ or ^aJ J — ^j^sJ J — IM's opinion 
contrary to that of most Etymologists — 

opinion expressed by R— W^ I , kl*J I , 

^ • >«• 
and W*& I regarded by S a3 substantives — 

inconsistency of IH in treating ^y^ I as 

a substantive, and ^'f^ 1 and l**"J | as eps. 

— S on i^y^i — conversion the rule, 

'©> 
according to him, in every ^W fern, of 

t>31 whose J is 5 — unless it be [actually 
used as] an ep* — Sfs explanation of his 

meaning in latter case — J of ^J** , from 
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defective, not converted in substantive or 
ep. — exs. of it scarce. 

726. Sings, of ultimate pi ending in ^ preceded 
by Hamza— general rule to alleviate these 
two letters in ultimate pi — mode of allevia- 
tion — ^ why converted into I — and 
Haraza into ^ — Hamza mostly converted 
into ; in du. of £ \^^ — but not in ultimate 
pi — j^'^ 5 * anomalous — general rule con- 
travened in (1) £ Jj& — (2) ^l^f and 
^31* — but observed in (1) k\y~ — (2) 
k\)* and l^tS*,— (3) Ul^L and ^% — ^[^ 
exceptional — observations on (1) I third in 
all these pis. — (2) Hamza after 1 in fe!j& — 
(3) I second in sings. && ^ and ^^ — (4) 
j after I in *j>IA ~ (5) 1 and 5 in fyiM — 
(6) I and ^ in &»IS« —(7) ^ and Hamza 

in ^k^ —Khl on t-jUa^. — remark by IH— 
conversion necessary in Hamza and its 
Kasra, after f of ultimate pi, when that 
Hamza is adventitious in pi, and J of pi is 
Hamza, ^ , or ; — no conversion (1) when 
Hamza is found in sing, as £ — condition 
for conversion prescribed by IH — and by 
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S, Z, and I Hsh— meaning of "adventitious 

in pl"~- jAy\ I or W^ ' — ( 2 ) wben J is 
sound — Hamza here included among un- 
sound letters --conflicting opinions on its 
soundness or unsoundness— formation of (1) 

UL:L — opinion of S and majority of BB — 

and of Khl— objection to latter— (2) l^LS 

_(3) UulT — (4) ^Ij* — Jj and ISd ou 

* * * ° x r 

k|**£ pZ. of »:^-c — right view — true explana- 
tion of ,* in it — their language not justifi- 

G" *>9 

able by assuming its sing, to be s^ve — 
assertion of I Arab -anomalies in this cat. — 

Akh on .cj!*** — opinion of KK on measure 
of all four formatious mentioned above — 
and of BB — latter correct — difference be- 
tween statement attributed to Khl, and 

opinion of KK, on measure of l^Uo^. , 

§. 727. Final y fourth or upwards converted into ^ 
wheu letter before it is not pronounced with 
Daram — conditions of conversion ^hen 
letter before it is pronounced with Fath — 
two reasons assigned for conversion — 

^i***> and u-o}to — Akh on ^ l&a —weak- 
ness of second reason — object of proviso 
" when letter before it is not pronounced 
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with Da mm " — additional proviso requisite 
— original proviso properly restricted to vs. 
— amendment of it suggested by K. 

128. £ in cat of ^f and ^^ treated as sound — 
reason for not transforming it— and so in 
cat. of ^5^ and ^^ — another reason in 
case of t_c}* , ^^ , and ^ci^ — and in that 
of ^jb —and another in that of ^k and 
^5^ — £ treated as sound in n. also — ^^ , 

etc., anomalous — why so called — £> 1 how 
explained by Fr — and by Ks — anomalous 
according to all three accounts— last two 

explanations applicable to £>*£ , etc. — incor- 
poration in cat. of jj*^ — more frequent 

than display — ^ and ^ — incorporation 
why more frequent — stipulation that vowel 
of second unsound letter be inseparable — 
cxs. — not imported on account of adven- 
titious and separable letter, nor inflectional 
— incorporation or display allowable if 
vowel be either inseparable, or imported on 
account of adventitious, but inseparable, 
letter — incorporation more proper in either 
case — inseparability why stimulated — vowel 
of first ^ how pronounced in. display — 
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\ *i^ — Kasr of <-J in ,^=^ — reason for Fath 
or Kasr— better explanation — assertion 
about Kasr in act. voice apparently a 
blunder— incorporation in pa,38. pret. — not 

S 9 

so frequent as in act. — construction of ^ 
— Damm or Kasr of its ^ — reason for each 
vowel — similar vocalization of <— » in uW — 

S G* G « 9 

Sf on J for lJ , and ^^ for ^5^ — du. and 
2^. of Li ^l and ^^^l and of ^^1 — 
dtVi. rars. of ^jt 33 ^ I — and of txsuU 1 — 
exs, of siX^I f aor. ^j^a***-* —orig. Usi*** | f 

©^•^ * 9 a 9 s * 

aor. ^s^X^j — Li^^ or ^3*. pass, of ^i'=^ 

C * 9 « j G £■ 

— ^^J not said as aor. of ^^ or ^5^ 1 — 
incorporation eschewed in aor. pass, of *£^t 

> o • o 

and '£s\3C*/ ) — and in aor. act. — even in subj. — 
no incorporation in cat. of ^^ — trans- 
formation preferred to incorporation — ^sa> 

and ^yH . 

§, 729. Double 5 peculiar to (J** — objection to form- 

ing J** or J*> from ca£. of ^y — especially 

"'*: " 1 9 ' 

J** —this objection obviated in J** — - lt^j J 
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— double ^ avoided when £ is orlg. mobile — 

but tolerated with incorporation — in n., not 

in v. 

g» ** * 
§. 730. Fret, and aor. of (1) J'**! whose £ and J 

are ; s — (2) J.*M whose J is ; — reasons 

for not incorporating — inf. n. of ,e;!^ ! — 

^.^ * *(5 a ' * ' ' 

% hp-\ -*- M^ — ^^ , aor. ^r 5 ^, 

S S S * '* ** 

*,S CS^- 3 • o 

in/, w. £ I y± —pret. of J** I and J<** I whose 
fi and J are ^ s , or whose J is ^ —their 
aor., ac£. pari., and irc/. n. — ^ , aor. ijX^i , 
in/, n. £^ . 

§. Y30A, Additions to this chapter — modes of com- 
bining (1) two ^ s— (2) three ^ s— (3; 
four ^j s— all of this the predicament of 
^ s — (4) two y s — (5) three j s — (6) four 
y s— God knows best. 



CHAPTER XL— INCORPORATION. 

§. 731. Definition — ^^! —or f^J — incorporation 
as defined (1) by III — why so named — two 
letters requisite for it— quiescent and mobile 
— first quiescent, and second mobile— both 
proceeding from one outlet—without separa- 
tion—modes of separation — (2) by R-^bis 
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objections to IH's conditions "quiescent 
and mobile "—and " without separation " — 
incorporation necessary, disallowed, and 
allowable — intended to lighten concurrence 
of homogeneous letters — such concurrence 
of three kinds — (1) first homogeneous letter 
quiescent, and second mobile — here incor- 
poration necessary — whether in one word 
or two — (2) first mobile, and second quies- 

O 9 

cent — here incorporation disallowed— ^ 

and &*i |J — (3) both mobile — here incor- 
poration (a) necessary — (b) allowable 
where homogeneous letters are (a) separate, 
and preceded by rrobile, or by letter of 
prolongation or softness — first homogeneous 
made quiescent for incorporation — incorpo- 
ration when good, and when best — why 
omissible — display of reduplication better 
after letter of prolongation than after 
mobile, and after letter of softness than 
after letter of prolongation — incorporation 
why allowable after letter of softness — (6) 
virtually separate — (c) disallowed, (a) 
wheie one homogeneous letter is coordina- 
tive, whether in v. or n. — (6) where incor- 
poration would lead to confusion of para- 
digms— no such confusion in vs. — (c) where 
homogeneous letters are separate, and first 
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is preceded by quiescent other than a letter 

of prolongation or softness— L f^> ,j^w — 

*bf) )&* and ^j^ ^5 — incorporation not 
disallowed if preceding quiescent be a letter 
of prolongation or softness — incorporation 
of approximates — incorporation of two 
kinds — of likes and of approximates, in one 
word and in two— meaning of " approxi- 
mates " — incorporation proper to etymology 
and to Readers, but latter kind ignored 
here by IM — incorporation of likes, whose 
first is quiescent and second mobile, neces- 
sary on three conditions, that first bo not 

(1) a * of silence— <-&*> *&JU —(2) a 

Hamza separated from tho <— 5 — treatment 
of two consecutive Hamzas in one word — 
and in two— (3) a letter of prolongation, 

(a) at end of word — ' 7*-^ ^^ I *md 

l^l^tj^^i — ;j*^ — (b) substituted, not 

permanently, for another letter — V)! f° r 

g > £i> 

uj;}! — IM's mention of these conditions — 

incorporation of likes, both of which are 

mobile, necessary on eleven conditions, (1) 

that both be in one word — reduplication 

extremely heavy — no concurrence of likes 



in rads. of quad, or quin. — nor in <— » and £ 
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of tril., except extraordinarily — nor in begin- 
ning or middle of augmented iril. n. not 
commensurable with v. — concurrence of 
mobile likes in beginning or middle of aug- 
mented vs., and of augmented ns. commen- 
surable with vs. — whether trils.— or quads. — 
treatment of likes in augmented quad. — and 
in augmented tril, fa) in beginning ( a) of 
pret.— similar treatment of approximates 

when ^ of i)*&> or J^& is approximate to its 
^ — incorporation in pret. extended to aor., 
imp., inf. n., and act. and pass, parts.— ( g ) 
of aor. — fbj in middle — incorporation why 
allowable in inf. ns. of conjugs. mentioned 
— this the predicament of mobile likes com- 
bined in beginning or middle of word — their 
predicament at end, fa) if first have another 
letter incorporated iuto it — fb) if redupli- 

cation be co-ordinative — elision of I in ^Jia, J 
— (cj if first be unsound — or sound, (aa) in 
v, — fbbj in tril. n., unaugmented or aug- 

mented— ( oc ) J*» _ ( B ) Jw —(7) J*> — 

Co; ^ ;AW and )Y» , &*£ and &&) — ^ — 

CO ^^W, J^l , and [fi — a) 
&&<"• , *f , C5^ j and a!; — (77) <jaj 
and ^ I — J^ 3 1 — these the predicaments 
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of mobile likes combined in one word — 
elision or transfer of vowel from their first 
when incorporation is intended — conditions 
of incorporation if likes be in two words — 
question whethor "incorporation " attribut- 
ed to IA1 in certain texts be mere stifling — 
or pure incorporation — Readers safer guides 
than 3G on this question — incorporation by 
transfer of vowel from first of two likes not 
allowable when likes are in two words -(2) 

that they be not initial — aoristic ^» — ^U ) 

for £J^ — condition of non-initiality not 
mentioned here by IM— (3-6) that they be 

not on measure of (a) J** , (b) J** , (c) 
(J** > (d) J*** — incorporation disallowed in 
all these measures — reason of its dtsallow- 
ance — and in ?i. commensurable, in its fore 

part, with any of them — as also in <J** — 
combination of two mobile likes possible in 

four more measures of triL — J-** not used 

O ' O 9 ^ O 9 

— JW , Jl*3 } and (J** used — incorporation 

9 y G >y 

generally prescribed in J-** and (J** — and 
o > 

dissolution in J-** — (7) that no letter be 

i. "• 

incorporated into the first of the two likes 
— (8) that mobilization of their second be 
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not adventitious — (9) that word containing 
them be not co-ordinated with another— 
such co-ordinates of three sorts — words cut 
out from composite expressions — incorpora- 
tion disallowed in all three sorts — (10) that 
word containing them be not one of those 
expressions wherein dissolution is anomal- 
ously chosen by the Arabs — whether vs. — or 
ns. — dissolution or incorporation allowable 

in (a) ^J£*> and x ^ — reasons for these 

alternatives — ^ — dissolution preferable 

— (6) l5^5*^ and ;**~J — (a) and (6) ex- 
ceptions to rule as to necessity for incorpo- 
rating first of two mobile likes in one word 
—(11) that quiescence do not supervene 
upon their second either through its con- 
junction with a nom. pron. } or through apo- 
copation or quasi-apocopation— such forma- 
tions of two kinds— meaning of " nom.pron" 
— no incorporation with it, according to 
majority of Arabs — dialectic variations — 
choice allowed, in apoc. and imp., between 
dissolution and incorporation — reason for 
the latter — meaning of "choice allowed " — 
effect of incorporation upon conj. Hamza in 
imp. — incorporation retained with ; of pi, 
^ of 2nd pers. sing, fern., or corrob. ^ — 

~ " " ~~~ 17 
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connection of this question with condition 
(8) — proposed amendment of A's language 
— vowel of letter that has its like incorpora- 

ted into it, (a) before U of 3rd pers. sing. 

fetn. and * of 3rd pers. sing, masc. — \&&) and 

to ; allowed by KK, and to, by Th— the 
latter censured for allowing Fath — Kasr a 
dial. var. — (b) before a quiescent — Damm 
rare — (c) not conjoined with any of the 
foregoing, from "yofpl. " to "quiescent" 

o of 

— dissolution obligatory in J*** I of wonder, 

and incorporation in *la — this proviso a. 
correction of preceding rule as to "choice 

O Of 

allowed in ... . imp" — J^l of wonder 
regarded, by majority of BB y as a pret. v.— 

and ffc> , by Hijiizis, as a verbal n. — vowel 
of its final — prominent nom. prons. attached 
to it — pause upon double letter — outlets of 
letters. 

§. 732. Outlet defined— how recognizable — ex. — IY's 
definition— outlets of letters sixteen — (1) of 
Hamza, * , and I —(2) of £ and ^ —(3) of 
£ and £ —outlets in the throat— relative 
positions of (a) Haniza, * , and ) —opinion 
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of S— of Akh— disproof of latter — continu- 
ation of argument on his opinion — (b) £ 
and <£ , and (c) £ and £ — Hamza, J , 5 
and ^ said by Lth to be hollow — and by 
Khl to be airy — his opinion on relative 

positions of £ , ^ , * , £ , and £ — these 
seven letters, from outlets (1-3), guttural — 
(4) of ^ —(5) of ^—difference in their 
outlets how recognizable— both these letters 
uvular — |J how articulated by Arabs of the 
desert — this articulation hereditary— way 
to account for it — (6) of ^7 , <j£ , and ^ 
—their relative positions — their outlet where 
placed by S — (7) of \jp — its position on the 
side of the tongue — right or left — descrip- 
tion of the teeth — central incisors— lateral 
incisors — canines — bicuspids or premolars 

— molars — postraolars — position of if in 
relation to tongue and teeth — from which 

side uttered— called "long "—(8) of J — 
no letter more extensive in outlet — its outlet 

where placed by S — (9, 10) of ; and ^ — 

ij farther out than J — ; a little farther in 

than (j —difference in positions of ; and ^ 
demonstrated by language of IH— criticism 
of some of his commentators thus rebutted — 
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(11) of fa, a, and^- (12) of ^ , 5 , 
and jj** —tip of tongue not in contact with 
central incisors — jj* prior in outlet to J — 
(13) of fa , ^ , and «^> — these eighteen 
letters, from outlets (4-13), lingual— (14) 

of <~-i — (15) of l^ , f , and ) — f and 5 
nasal — these four letters, from outlets 
(14-15), labial — fifteen preceding outlets 
allotted to twenty-nine primary letters — 
relative positions of these outlets — (16) of 

single (j — Fr's differences from S— latter's 
opinion best — outlet of secondary letters 

other than single ^ . 

733. Number of letters 43— primaries 29— Hamza 
— their number not complete in other lang- 
uages — no Hamza in foreign speech, except 
in inception— nor any \jp — ' not an in- 
dependent letter — but reckoned as a single 
letter in H's "Speckled Epistle" — Hamza 
omitted by Mb — but rightly first letter of 
alphabet — under form of I — proof of this 
— soft I — distinct from Hamza— secondaries 
6— all chaste — why called "secondary" — (1) 

quiescent ^ —named "single " and " stifled " 
—its outlet— (2) t of Imala— named uil| 
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^ytf I — meaning of fif^y — (3) broad \ — 
broad J mentioned by IH — not broad ] — 
latter how pronounced — found in what dial. 
— how written in Codex and elsewhere — (4) 
<j& like ^r — same as ^7 like {jr — approved 
by S — (5) <jo like 3 —mentioned in §. 696 — 
read in Kur. I. 5—($) Harnza of betwixt- 
and-between— of three kinds, making chaste 
secondaries 8 — hybrids 8 — these also second- 
ory— (1) <-* like <- —(2) ^ like lJ — 
exs. of (1) and (2)— both the same— (3) 
^ like <j^ — IH's assertion that (2) and 
(3) are not real— (4) weak jj* —used by 
foreigners trying to speak Arabic — how 
exemplified by Mbn— most easily sounded 
from left side— (5) ^f like (j" —approxi- 
mation of ij> to (j- not so good as substitu- 
tion of j> for lT —(6) b like «* —(7) * 
like v±> —(8) v like <-* —often heard from 
foreigners, and of two kinds — these 8 
hybrids used by Arabs who have mixed 
with foreigners — or by the progeny of Arab 
fathers and foreign mothers — additional 

secondaries — (1) jj between J and ^S — 
(2) ' E like 3 -(3) j& like ) — (4) ''J like 
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^ — (5) ^ like ^ — explained by S — dis- 
allowed by Akh — his pronunciation im- 
practicable—number of letters 48 or 50. 

734. Classification of letters according to qualities 
— eighteen divisions notorious— use of quali- 
ties— (1) vocal— specification— (2) surd— all 
letters surd or vocal — these two kinds how 
exemplified— why so exemplified — origin of 
names "vocal" and "surd" — this distribu- 
tion of letters agreeable with opinion of 
ancients — but modified by one modern — 
his reasons — criticism on his opinion — 
refutation of one of his reasons — difference 
between vocal and rigid — (3) rigid — num- 
ber and specification— (4) lax — (5) inter- 
mediate — orig. rigid — number and specifica- 
tion — number of lax — specification — these 
three kinds how exemplified — why so 
exemplified— (6) covered — how defined by 
Jrb — number aad specification — definition 
of covering — inapplicable to jj£ —another 
definition — covering indispensable to these 
letters — name " covered " tropical — (7) 
open — this name also tropical— (8) elevated 
— number and specification — definition of 
elevation and depression — elevation possible 
without covering, but not covering without 
elevation— origin of riame " elevated "— 
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this name tropical— but explicable in 
natural sense — (9) depressed— specification 
—also called "low"— (10) liquid— no 
quad, or quin. devoid of them, unless exotic 
or anomalous — liquidity defined — liquids 
lightest of letters — specification — why 
named " liquid " — best for mixing with 
others — (11) solid or muted — number and 
specification — meaning of " solid " — these 
letters why named "solid" — or "muted" 
— first name more appropriate — (12) reso- 
nant — number and specification — why so 
named — also called " movent " — difficulty 
in sounding them quiescent— (13) sibilant — 
(14) soft — specification — susceptible of 
prolongation — letters of prolongation and 
softness, or of softness only — so mentioned 
in §. 663 — explanation of " soft " given in 
CHd — (15) swerving — its sound how pro- 
duced — S's definition — and explanation — 
(16j reiterated — reckoned as two letters — 
(17) airy, or ascending or descending — why 
named (a) "airy" — from one meaning of 

^U — S's explanation of " airy " — faintness 
and expansiveness of \ as compared with 
^ and ^ — (b) "ascending" or "descend- 
ing"— .from alternative meanings of yb> — 
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this letter also called "sonant "—(18) 
gabbled — why so named— reason given by 
IH — said in CHd to be % , not ^ ^u 

9 o y 

and ^*a> — stro g or weak letter put for 
strong or weak meaning — natural affinity 
between letters and meanings — classifica- 
tion of letters according to outlets. 

§. 735. Unity of predicament in approximates as 
respects (1) incorporation— (2) inter- 

change in rhyme — %^\ — cause of incor- 
poration — pronunciation without it com- 
parable to gait of shackled — manner of 
incorporation — preliminary conversion — 
incorporation really in two likes — exs. — 
operations requisite for incorporation — 
modes of conversion and incorporation — 

rule and obstacle — nature of obstacle 



S3.* 



and 

§. 736. Incorporation regulated by closeness of 
approximation — concurrence of approxi- 
mates in one word or two — (1) in one word 
— confusion not heeded— (a) if both ap- 
proximates be mobile, incorporation neither 
necessary nor approved — (b) if first be 
quiescent, incorporation necessary in two 
cases — approved in others — (2) in one word 
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— (a) if both be mobile, incorporation dis- 
allowed if it produce confusion — allowed if 
it do not — (b) if first be quiescent, incor- 
poration, (a) if it produce confusion, dis- 
allowed if approximation be incomplete— 

allowed if it be complete — &$ for ^ — ak) 

— **£ and *^b — &S) — no paradigm con- 

" • "* 

taining quiescent ^ before ; or J — ^1^ 

and ^-i^j, ^'^ i 6«c— (6) if it do 
not produce confusion, necessary— Khl on 
J^ and ^j — S on J^;' and ,j~ 1*1 — 
another preventive of incorporation in *tf j 

2°'"' toss y © <" 

— pre*, from **>y* not <^>^j — but vsa*3 5 . 

§. 737. Incorporation not absolutely allowed in ap- 
proximates, nor disallowed in remotes — 
sometimes withheld from former, and per- 
mitted to latter; — incorporation of approxi- 
mates where found in one word— where 
mostly found — one preventive of it — no 
incorporation of (1) letters of f£~+ ^^h 

into approximates— special qualities of these 
letters — cause of disallowance — letters of 
ykt fj> not incorporated into approximates, 
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but approximates into them — 5 and ^j in- 
corporated, one into the other — *&» and 

*J — IH's explanation of incorporation 
here— R's criticism on it— incorporation of 

Up into <j& , of j into J , and of <— * into lj , 
transmitted from Readers — meaning of " in- 
corporation " here — practice of Ks and Fr 
— and of IAI— (2) sibilants into other letters 
— what they are incorporated into— (3) 
covered letters into others, without covering 

— exs. — (J*^i — bf — (4) guttural letter 
into more guttural— incorporation of, and 
into, gutturals — of approximate gutturals — 

|jjXsuj| and ^.ilswij — criticism on statement 

of fourth case — incorporation of (1) ^ into 

m — (2) six letters of tip of tongue into ^f 

and (jfc — (3) 5 and ^ — predicament of 
every letter, in respect of incorporation, to 
be now explained, 

§, 738. Incorporation general in letters of mouth 
and tongue— not in letters of throat or lip 

— Hamza and \ not incorporated — process 
more suited to Hamza — Hamza not incorp- 
orated into its like, except in two cases — 
nor into any other letter, except after alle- 
viation—nor any other letter into it. 
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§. 739. 



§. 740. 



§. 741. 



§. 742. 



I not incorporated into like or approximate 
— reason for its incapacity — alternative 
reason — nor incorporated into. 

Letters that are incorporated into their ap- 
proximates— * into ^ after or before it— se- 
paration better, and incorporation good—but 
not ^ into * — separation better — 1+$4*> ^.U} 

—nor * into £ — only its like incorporated 
into it— no approximate. 

£ incorporated into (1) its like— (2) z after 
or before it— incorporation or separation 
good in former case— conversion of fi into 
^ good in former case, allowable in latter— 
z not incorporated into £ , except after 
conversion of £ into c —instance transmit- 
ted with conversion of - into £ — (tt) * , 
after conversion of both into ~ s— Is* 
and » J j<s^ —dispute as to allowability of 
that when fi is preceded by s — only its 
like incorporated into it— no approximate- 
treatment of £ and * when combined— fre- 
quent among Banu Tamim. 

z incorporated into (1) its like-no difficulty 
in that-(2, 3) * and £ -not into £ or £ 
—but into * and £ , by converting them 
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into ^ — reason of such incorporation — and 
conversion — * and £ regarded by Z as 
incorporated into ■*- . 

§. 743. £ and £ incorporated, each into (1) its like 
—no difficulty in that —concurrence of £ s 
or f s in Kur — (2) its fellow— why £ into 
£ — separation better, but incorporation 
good — and preferred by Mb — why £ into £ 
— separation better— incorporation good — 
superiority of separation proved— incorpo- 
ration of higher into lower why allowable 

here — and not in ^ and £ — dispute as to 
incorporation of £ and ~> into A and £ . 

§. 744. Letters of the mouth — J and *-$ — like £ 
and £ — incorporation of (1) each into its 

like — no difficulty here — (2) JJ into **-£ — 
incorporation or separation good — reasons 
for incorporation — (3) l^S into J$ — incor- 
poration good, but separation better — why 
better. 

§. 745. ^ incorporated into (1) its like— no difficul- 
ty in that — no concurrence of ^ s in Kur — 
(2) (j 2 * —incorporation or separation good 
— no other letter mentioned by &-~but w 
by AlYazidl — letters incorporated into ^ . 
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g. 746. u 6 , ^ , and ^ not mentioned by IH— ^r 
incorporated only into its like — no concur- 
rence of jj^ s in Kur — not into any of its 
approximates — reported incorporation of 

ijr into (j* , and ^y into ^ — not practised 
by BB— who disallow both — letters incor- 
porated into it. 

§. 747. ^ incorporated into its like, (1) attached — 
(2) quasi-attached — (3) detached, when first 
^ is preceded by Fatha— not Kasra — differ- 
ence between the two cases — three letters 
incorporated into it — (1) its like — (2) ) — 
3 and ^5 adjacent — incorporated, one into 
the other, whether y be first— or second- 
er, of latter— (3) ^ — because treated like 
letters of prolongation and softness. 

§. 748. (j£ incorporated only into its like — incorpo- 
ration into jj£ reported — but not free from 
flaw — adversely criticized — why allowed — 
not followed in other passages of Kur — 
IY's opinion of it — letters incorporated into 

i^f — why these — and not ^ . 

§. 749. J incorporated, (1) if determinative, neces- 
sarily into (a) its like — (b) thirteen other 
letters— their characteristics— causes of its 
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incorporation into them — (2) if not deter- 
minative, necessarily into ) — allowably into 
remaining twelve — or allowably into all 
thirteen, its incorporation being good into 

; , bad into ^ , and middling into remainder 
— exs. in verse — and in readings of Kur — 
such incorporation how graduated by R — 
only its like and ^ incorporated into it — 
not ; — to and ' J* —why so written. 

§. 750. ;not mentioned by IH— incorporated only 
into its like — not into any other letter— its 
incorporation into J disputed — disallowed 
by S and his school — reported as practised 
by Ya'kub and IA1— allowed by Ks and Fr 
— hardly known among Readers later than 
IA1— J and \j incorporated into y . 

§. 751. Quiescent ^ , including Tanwln, (1) incorp- 

' 9 9 Q* 

orated into letters of tf^ji — necessarilv — 
with some exceptions — cause of incorpora- 
tion— \jif*° — or only preferably into all 

9 »/ 

but ^ — (a) with nasality into letters of y+H 
— restriction on incorporation into ^ , f , 
and 5 — (b) without nasality into J and ; 
— reason for removal, or retention, of nasa- 
lity — IH's reply to objection against removal 
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of nasality — R's criticism on it— his analysis 
of ^ *s predicaments with (a) J ,;,/•, j , 
and ^j — (6) lj> — (c) other non-gutturals — 
(d) gutturals— retention of nasality with 3 
and ^ chaster than removal — existence of 
nasality in f itself — retention of nasality by 
some Arabs with J and y , and omission by 
some with j and ^ — opinion of S and GG 
on source of nasality with these four letters 
— his language — (2) displayed separate with 
»ix gutturals — separation wby necessary — 
stifling by some with £ and £ — (3) con- 
verted into f before i_> — in one word or 
two — motive for conversion— (4) stifled 
with fifteen remaining letters — reason for 



stifling — mnemonic phrase y^i fl — (j why 

omitted— states of ^ with reference to ap- 
proximateness, or remoteness, of following 
letter — separation with letters of mouth a 
solecism — necessity of display with gutturals 
deducible from IH's language — ^ 's states 
reckoned as five — mobile ^ allowably in- 

corporated into letters of ^^^ —its pre- 
dicament before fifteen letters mentioned in 
case (4) — quiescent letter nearer to what 
follows it than mobile. 
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§. 752. Letters of tip of tongue and central iucisors 
— y , * , is* , fc , i , am i e> incorporated , 
(1) one into another — (2) all into jj* , } , 
and ^ — & , i , and <£> why mentioned 
before jj^ > ) > an d L r —restriction on in- 
corporation of sibilants — what «t> meant 
here — incorporation of first six letters exem- 
plified — covering more chastely retained on 
incorporation of covered into uncovered 
letter — IITs wavering as to whether incorp- 
oration be then genuine — his argument — 
analysis of his language — his conclusion — 

incorporation into ^ when an attached nom. 
pron. — (3) all into \jf> and jj^ — this incorp- 
oration why allowable — more valid into \jf> 
than into <j£ — (4) «y into ^r in reading — 
f^f , J , and ^ incorporated, one into 
another — more often than k , i , and v£> — 
covering properly retained on incorporation 
of if into either of its fellows — last three 
not incorporated into first six. 

§. 753. ^ not mentioned by IH — incorporated only 
into its like — its incorporation into t-* ano- 
malous—but lj incorporated into it. 

§. 754. l_> incorporated into (1) its like— (2) lJ and 
f — IAl's practice— his principle — allow- 
ability of incorporation not disputed after 
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mobile -disputed after quiescent — only its 
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§ 624. This augment is like the augment of disap- 
probation [620] in conforming to [the vowel of] what 
precedes it, if this be mobile [623] ; and, when this is [a 
sound] quiescent, it is mobilized with Kasr, as it is mobil- 
ized there, and afterwards the augment conforms to it : 

S says " We have heard them say ^ji *M [497, 623] 
and .J! for Ji*i Js.5 and the I and J when trying to 
remember &1&J\ and the like;" and he says, " We have 
heard a trustworthy person say ui^ f<\£> , meaning This 
is a sword of such and such a quality, [when trying to 
remembers its ep.] (M). This augment is not followed 
by the 5 of silence, contrary to the augment of disap- 
proval [622], because this is added only when pause is 
not intended (R), 



69 a 



:p^.:rt the fourth. 

the processes common to two or 
three parts of speech- 

CHAPTER I. 



The Common Processes in General. 



§. 625. This Fourth Part is the last part of the 
book. And Z names it " Common " because it is common 
to the three kinds [of word], i. e. , the n., the v., and the 
p.] or to two of them (IY). The common [processes] 
are such as Imala, pause, alleviation of the Hamza, 
concurrence of two quiescents, and the like, in which the 
three kinds [of word], or two of them, appear together 
(M). For Imala is found in the n. and v. [626], 
and sometimes in the^>. also [639] ; and similarly pause 
is found in the n., v., and p. [640]; and so are alleviation 
of the Hamza and concurrence of two quiescents, as will 
be related in its place [658, 663] (IY). Etymology is 
one of the elements of grammar, without dispute. The 
moderns hold that etymology is the science of the form- 
ations of words ; and of the properties of their letters, 
such as radicalness or augmentativeness, elision, sound- 
ness or unsoundness, incorporation and Imala ; and of 
the accidents, not being inflection or uninflectedness 
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[below], of their finals, such as pause, etc (R). Etymo- 
logy is conventionally applied to two things, (1) the 
transmutation of words into different formations on 
account of various kinds of meanings, as in the dim. 
[274], broken pi [234], act. part. [343], and pass. part. 
[347] ; and this sort is usually mentioned by authors 
before etymology, as is done by IM, though it is really 
a part of etymology : (2) the alteration of the word, not 
because of a meaning supervening upon it, but for 
another object, [like co-ordination, or freedom from 
concurrence of two quiescents (Sn),] which [alteration 
(Sn)] is comprised in augmentation [671], elision, sub- 
stitution [682], conversion, transfer, and incorporation 
[731] ; and this sort is what is intended here by " ety- 
mology " (A). The clause " not being inflection [or 
uninflectedness] " excludes the science of syntax in [all] 
its parts, i. e., the investigation of the infl. and uninfl. 
(Jrb). For the predicaments of the final are not re- 
garded in the " formation " of the word ; while inflection 
is [ an accident] supervening upon the last letter of the 
word, so that it is not included in the changes of the 
formations; and similarly uninflectedness (R). 






CHAPTER II. 



IMALA. 



§. 626. It is common to the n. and v. [625, 639] 
(M). It is the inf n. of s> iS ^J\ Jlx>! deflected the thing , 

Q ' s 

inf. n. *JL>! defection, when you make it deviate to 
another direction (Jrb, Tsr). And [in conventional 
language (Tsr)] it is your taking the Fat ha towards 
Kasra (Aud), so that the Fatha imbibes something of 
the sound of Kasra, becoming intermediate between 
Fatha and Kasra (Tsr). Then, if the Fatha be followed 
by an I , the latter is taken towards ^ , [becoming inter- 
mediate between I and ^ (Tsr),] as in ^JCaJI [below] 
(Aud), with Imala of the Fatha and I (Tsr) ; and if [the 
Fatha be (Tsr)] not [followed by an I (Tsr)], what is 
pronounced with Imala is the Fatha alone, [whether the 
Fatha be before the s of femininization > or not (Tsr),] as 
in *+*3 [638] and ^w> LIV. 34. [64] (Aud). Imala is 
of three sorts, deflection of the Fatha towards Kasra 
before (1) the I , which is then deflected towards & 
[626—637] ; (2) the » , as in ]CX ) [638] ; (3) the ; , as 
in waT[638] : so that " deflection of the Fatha towards 
Kasra " includes the three sorts ; while the deflection of 
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the I towards ^ is necessitated by the deflection of the 
Fatha towards Kasra, because the pure ! is found only- 
after the pure Fatha, and the ! is necessarily deflected 
towards ,5 in proportion to the deflection of the Fatha 
towards Kasra. Imala is not the dial, of all the Arabs 
(R) . The people of Al Hijaz [below] do not practise Imala 
(R, Tsr), except in a few cases. Those who practise it are 
Tamlm, Kais, Asad, and the generality of Najd (Tsr) ; 
while the tribe most addicted to it are the Banu Tamlm 
(R). It is also named y^S pronouncing with Kasr, 
^Ja^ flattening, and ^Ucco| lowering, depressing (A). 

The utility of it is consonance of sounds (Tsr). But 
everything pronounced with Imala may be sounded full, 
because this is the 0. f., since the original pronunciation 
of a letter is that its sound should not be blended with 
the sound of any other (Jrb, Tsr) : so says Jrb (Tsr). 
Imala has causes [below] that exact it, preventives 
[632] that counteract those causes, and a preventive of 
these preventives [634], that intervenes between it and 
prevention (Aud). Its causes are of two kinds, (1) lit. } 
vid. the ^5 and Kasra ; (2) id., vid. indication of a ^ or 
Kasra (A). The causes are eight, (1) the I ' s being 

substituted for a final ^ , as in ^ZsJ] [629] and ^cXgJl 

* • © 

among ns. } and ^dua and ^JL&I among vs.) while such as 

vJj [630], though its I is [substituted (Tsr)] for a ^ , as 
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is proved by [its broken pi. (Tsr)] oCul [242], is not 
pronounced with Imala, for lack of finality : whereas 
such as sUi [fern, of ^ (Tsr)] is pronounced with lmala, 
because the H of femininization is constructively separate 
[266] (Aud) ; so that the ! , if not literally, is construc- 
tively final (Tsr) : (2) the I ' s being replaced by ^ in 
some variations [of the word], like the ! of (5 ^JU , [where 
the I is a subst. for a y (Tsr)] ; of ^JoJ , [where it is an 

aug. added for co-ordination (Tsr)] ; of {S ^^ > [where it 
is an aug. added for femininization (Tsr)] ; and of |C£ , 
[where it is a subst. for a y in vs. (Tsr)] : so that these 
[exs. (Tsr)] and the like are pronounced with Imala, 
[because the f in them is replaced by ^ in some varia- 
tions, like the du. and pi. among ns. } and the pass. 
among vs. (Tsr),] as in the du. <jUgJLo [629], ^LL>J, 

and ^CIlL [229] ; the pi. [ Z&i& , illffajT, and (Tsr)] 
^LlL* [234] ; and the pass. JLi [629, 719] : (a) accord- 
ing to this [last (Tsr)], the saying of IM [in the Alfiya 

and elsewhere (Tsr)] that the Imala in the j of SLs in 

i 

GoG !i| Jlf 1 5 XCI. 2. [538] is for correspondence with 

#<» *** • 
the Imala in the I of bOL?» XCI. 3. [538], and his saying 

[in the CK (Tsr)] and the saying of his son [in the C 

(Tsr)] that the Imala in the I of ^ul XCIIL 2. is for 
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correspondence with the Imala in the I of ^J XCIIL 3. 
[63] are dubious ; may, the Imala in both cases is because 
of [the pass. (Tsr)] ^-b and ^sxm, : (b) those [words] in 
which the conversion of the ! into ^ is (a) peculiar to an 
anomalous dial,, like t&e conversion of the I of \Sak and 
US [629] into & in the saying of Hudhail, when they 
prefix these ns. to the ^ of the 1st pers., ^ and _Is 
[129], or (6) caused by amalgamation of the I with an 
aug. letter, like the conversion of the I of L^ and US 

c cs • j 2 ' y 

into ^5 in the dim., as eU^sx and ^ [280], or in the pi. 

on the measure of Jyti , as ^^c^ and ^is [243], are 
excepted from [the operation of] that [cause] (Aud) 
mentioned, vid. " the I ' s being replaced by ^ in some 
variations "; so that none of those [words] is pronounced 
with Imala (Tsr) : (3) the I ' s being substituted for the 
g of that Jk*i which, on being attributed to the ^ [of the 

y o 

pron. (Tsr)], is reduced to oJU with Kasr of the \j [and 
elision of the £ (Tsr)], whether that I be converted from 
(a) a ,5 [pronounced with Fath or Kasr, the first (Tsr)] 
as in cb and JK', and [the second as in (Tsr)] oUa ; or (b) 

a ^ pronounced with Kasr, as in \jL±> [630] andSli'pn 
the dial, of all (Tsr),] and v^Lo in the dial, of those who 
say o^> with Kasr [482] : contrary to [the I converted 
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from a ^ pronounced with Fath or Damm, as in (Tsr)] 
such as JU» and Jib [in the dial, of all (Tsr) J and ^Xa 
in the dial, of Danim (Aud J ; so that these are not 

9 Q 9 9 O f 

pronounced with Imala, because you say oJUs and oJUa 

it 9 9 © 9 

and vs** , with Damm of the o , by transfer in oJU? , and 
according to the o. f. in oJlls and owo [403, 482, 484] 
(Tsr) : (4) the I ' s occurring [immediately (Tsr)] before 

9 **s- 

a ^5 [pronounced with Fath (Tsr)], as in xajuU and 
*2oL* : (a) this [cause] is neglected by IM [in the Alflya 
(Tsr)], and by [S and (Tsr)] most (Aud) ; but is men- 
tioned by IM in the Tashll, where he says " or immedi- 
ately preceding a ^ " (Tsr) : (5) the | ' s occurring after 
a (5 , (a) adjoining [it, with no barrier between them 
(Tsr)], as in ^Lo [with a single ^ , and glo with a 
double ^5 , except that the Imala with the double ^ is 
stronger, because of the repetition of the cause (Tsr)] : 
(b) separated [from it (Tsr)] by (a) one letter , as in 
^Luui [628] and s|Jo ^4>U> His two hands were bounti- 
ful } [the Imala in the first being stronger, because the 
lowness of the sound is more apparent in the quiescent 
^ than in the mobile, on account of the nearness of the 
former to the letter of prolongation (Tsr)] : (6) two 
letters, one, [or, in the language of the Tashll, the 

x O ^ o y • "* 

second (Tsr),] of which is a s , as in l$>uu v-JL=o She 

t 

entered her house (Aud), provided that the & and * be 
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not separated by a letter pronounced with Damm, as in 
-igjuo ^lil Her house was wide : so says the author of 

the Aud in the Glosses' (Tsr) : separation by the 5 is 
pardoned because the s , by reason of its faintness, is 
not reckoned a barrier : but IM here, and likewise in 
the Kafiya, does not impose the restriction that the 3 
should be second ; and apparently Imala is allowable in 
(jUc^^ \J^^ These are thy two little sheep, because 
separation by the 5 is like no separation, and, when the 
3 is dropped out of consideration, jU^j^b is equal to 
^Luui (A) : (6) the I 's occurring [immediately (Tsr)] 

o 

before a [letter pronounced with] Kasra as in +H& [628] 

o 

and ^&: (7) the t ' s occurring after a Kasra [627] : (8) 
desire for correspondence, [when no other cause exists 
(Tsr),] as in (a) bU& sLsU [631] (Aud), where the first t 
is pronounced with Imala because it occurs after a Kasra 
separated from it by one letter, vid. the * ; and the 
second t , converted from the Tanwln, is pronounced 
with Imala for correspondence with the first (Tsr) : 
and (6) the reading (5 <s^iJ!j XCIII. I. By the forenoon, 
where the t , though [converted (Tsr)] from the of * 
iys^o , is pronounced with Imala for correspondence 
with ^ XCIII. 2., ^iS XCIII. 3. [above], and what 

follows them (Aud; , because observance of correspondence 

70 a 
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in the terminations of the versicles is an important 
object, according to them (Tsr) : (a) such Imala is 
named " Imala on account of Imala ", and " Imala on 
account of the vicinity of the [ I (Sn)] pronounced with 
Imala "; and is mentioned last because of its weakness 
in comparison with the preceding causes : (b) the Imala 
of the I on account of correspondence has two phases, 
(a) that it should be on account of the vicinity of an I 
so pronounced, like the Imala of the second I in f^Lx. ooK 
[above], which is for correspondence with the first ! ; (6) 
that it should be on account of the I ' s being the final of 
a phrase adjacent to a phrase whose final is pronounced 

with Imala, like the Imala of the I of iL* in XCI. 2. 
[above], which is for correspondence with what follows 
it, i. e., Cx&JL XCI. 3. [538] and lilail XCI. 4. 
[637], according to the opinion of others than S, vid. 
Mb and a party (A) ; (c) the I that has no cause [of 
Imala] in it, (a) if preceded by the f pronounced with 
Imala on account of one of the causes aforesaid, is 
pronounced with Imala, as in bl^ [above] : (6) if 
followed by it, then, if they occur in the terminations of 
the versicles, is pronounced with Imala, for correspond-^ 
ence of the terminations, as in ^ssJkil^ [above] ; but, if 
they do not occur in the terminations, is not pronounced 
with Imala (Tsr). These causes are all reducible to the 
^ and Kasra. Opinions differ as to which of the two is 
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stronger, the majority holding that Kasra is stronger, 
and more conducive to Imala, than the ^ [628, 632], 
which appears to be the language of S ; while IS holds 
that the & is stronger than Kasra. The first is more 
obvious for two reasons, (1) that the tongue sinks lower 
with the Kasra than it does with the ^ : (2) that, as S 
mentions, the people of AlHijaz [above] pronounce the I 
with Imala on account of Kasra, while they and many of 
the Arabs do not pronounce [the t ] with Imala on account 
of the ^5 ; [so that those who pronounce the I with Imala 
on account of Kasra are more numerous than those 
who pronounce it with Imala on account of the ^ (Sn),] 
which shows Kasra to be stronger (A). 

§. 627. The Kasra before the! [626] takes effect 
only when it precedes the I by (1) one letter, as in oL^ 
tent-pole : (2) two letters, the first of which is quiescent, 

o * 

as in JiU-co [385] (M), because the quiescent is not 

G o 

minded, and is not a strong barrier, so that JiU^ becomes 
like JU^ ; and similarly in (J«jl=»!> *JJ bl£ xJJ bl II. 151. 
Verily we belong to God, and verily unto Him are we 
returning, where Imala is excellent (IY). But, when 
the Kasra precedes [the I ] by two mobile letters, as in 
Ux£ oJ5l I ate grapes, or by three letters, as in 
LaS oJUci I twisted hemp, it does not take effect (M) ; 
so that Imala is not permissible, because of the distance 
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of the Kasra from the I (IY). And, as for their saying 

• • y «£■ 9 9 • • ^ 9 

t g;y\: (jl Jo>:> iZe means to strike her [633], U>ja^ys 
.He is toith her and (oU^>o *J He has two dirhams [or 
e)Us^<> thy two dirhams], it is anomalous (M), rare 
(IY). What makes it permissible is that the s , being 
faint, is not taken into account (M) ; so that, the s being 
like the non-existent, Lgjyaj becomes like \*y&* (IY). 
For, when the s drops out of consideration, L.g.,K,oo i& 
equal to such as [ ^u^ and] oUT, and [ Uajoc and 

^o * so Go 

^U#jt> or] jUs\o to such as J&+<£ [above] (A). But 
the exemplification by such as ^U^uo requires consider- 
ation, because its Imala may be on account of the ^ 
pronounced with Kasr, in which case it is not anomalous, 
nor relevant to what we are discussing (Jrb). And, for 
that reason, the author of the Aud following IM, exem- 
plifies by it pre. to the J . IH and others mention that 
the Imala of such as <JUjd 3 iS is anomalous : but F, in the 
Idah, does not mention that the Imala of ,jU#^ * s ano " 
malous, notwithstanding his explicit attribution of the 
Imala to the preceding Kasra, not to the Kasra of the 
U of the du. (Tsr). When the letter before the * that 
is immediately followed by the I is pronounced with 
'Damm, as in 1^j>^ , Imala is allowed by no one, 
because, with the Pamma, the 5 cannot be like the non* 
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existent, since the letter before the I is never pronounced 
with Damm (R). 

§. 628. The condition of efficiency in the cause of 
Irnala is that it should be part of the word containing 
the I . But from that is excepted the I of the fern. pron. 
U [639], as in Lgjy£u> jj and Ljl^ ^o\ , which is pro- 
nounced with Imala, though its cause is detached, i, e. 
part of another word. And others than IM mention 
that the I is sometimes pronounced with Imala on account 
of the Kasra, when detached from the ! , although this 
Kasra is weaker [in exacting Imala (Sn)] than the Kasra 
that is in the same word with the I : S says " We have 
heard them say JLo jo*J Zaid has camels [633], pro- 
nouncing with Imala on account of the Kasra, by assimi- 
lating this phrase to one word ". It is plain, therefore, 
that the language of IM " Do not pronounce with 
Imala on account of a cause that is not attached " is not 
universally correct ; and he ought properly to say " Do 
not pronounce any thing but Uo w T ith Imala on account 
of a detached ^ ", the Kasra being excluded because it 
is stronger, as before mentioned, than the <e [626] (A). 
They treat the detached I , [which is converted from 
Tanwin (IY),] like the attached, [which is part of the 
word itself (IY),] as UU ou*,3 / studied science and 
toy im*\j I taw Zaid (M), with Imala, like oU* [627] 
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and ^Iajuo [626] respectively (IY) ; and the accidental 
Kasra [of inflection after the I (IY)] like the original 
[Kasra of the c of JLcli (IY)], as kjLj ^ )y J I passed by 
his door and &JU ^o v^Jl^I / £oo& of his goods or 
camels (M) : except that the Imala in such as [ Jlc or] 

jJLw [626] and t>Lx [627] is stronger than the Imala here, 
because the Kasra there is inseparable ; while in kJLo 
and kjL it is accidental, disappearing in the nom. and 
ace, where there is no Imala, as there is none in ^T 
brick and j&5 [247] (IY). 

§. 629. The final I is either in a v., or in a n 9) and is 
either third or upwards. That which is in the v. is 
pronounced with Imala, however it be (M), its Imala 
being good, if it be converted from a & , as in ^*l and 
c5 *ii' : and allowable, though inelegant, if it be converted 
from a • , as in L& and l^o , because, when this formation 
is transported by the Hamza to Joul [488], its • becomes 
a ^ , as outfit and ou^ol [685, 719, 727], so that you 
say ^ti| and ^al with Imala ; and also because, when 
it is turned into a pass., its ^ becomes a ^ , as ^yi and 
^^ [626, 719] ; so that they imagine what is virtually 
present to be literally present (IY). And that which 
is in the n. (M), if converted from a ^ , is pronounced 
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with Imala, which is good, as in ^ [626] and ^, : but 
(IY), if not recognized as converted from a ^ , is not 
pronounced with Imala when third (M), as in Lc-c and 
lis [626] (IY) ; but is [preferably (IY)] pronounced with 
Imala when fourth (M), whether it be (1) a J , as in 
gl* from \&j$3 ? where the ^ appears in the du. 
jC^uo [626, 727] ; or (2) an aug. } added (a) for femini- 
nization, as in {S ^s> , where the ! is converted into ^ in 
the du. ^LJLi^ and sound pi. ^L±a*> [626] ; or (b) for 
co-ordination, as in ^bs\ , where you say in the du. 
Jutijl [626] (IY). But ^Jl'Jt , [which is a n. of three 
letters, from the ^ (IY),] is pronounced with Imala only 
because of their saying [in the sing.} LJUJI [725] (M) : 
for the I in ^JjJI is that very ^ which is in LJL*J| , but is 
converted into I in the pi. on the measure of JL*l!| ; so 
that it is like [the ; in]^jO| from ^lx3| [248] (IY). 

§, 630. The intermediate [ I (IY)], if it be [an £ 

(IY)] in a v. wherein v^Jjti is said, like ^tb and oU* 

' » f 

[and vIjLo in the dzaZ. of those who say v^U 9 aor. ^Cj 

i 
(IY)], is pronounced with Imala [626] (M), as in the 

reading ^a* ol^ ^J XIV. 17. .For him that fear eth 

My judgment-seat^ because the letter before the I [in 

■»* *■*■ ** 

u,Uo and u?U> and ui>l* ] is pronounced with Kasr in 
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[ ^L and] v^ii> and c*x> (1Y) : and what the I is con- 
verted from is not regarded (M), except that Imala is 
better in that [v.] which belongs to the cat. of the ^ , 
[like olis and ol# and cb ,] because it contains two 
causes, its being of the cat. of the ^ , and its [ o's] 
being pronounced with Kasr in [ o^ and] v^a# and 

9 O 

cju ; whereas those [vs.] which belong to the cat. of the 
- contain only one cause, the Kasr al<?ne (IY). Opinions 

differ as to the cause of the Imala in such as oU» and 

i 

oik : Sf and others say that it is because of the 
accidental Kasra of the o [in some variations (Sn)] of 
the word ; and this is apparently the language of F, 
who says " They pronounce oli> and oUb with Imala, 
notwithstanding the elevated [letter, i e. the ~. and the 
io (632) (Sn)], from desire for [indication of (Sn)] the 
Kasra in <^kt> [and v^is (Sn)] ": but IHKh says " The 
better opinion is that the Imala in oLfe is because the 
| in it is converted from a ^ , and in u$U» because the g is 
pronounced with Kasr : they wish for indication of the 
(5 and Kasra, respectively " (A). But, if the interme- 
diate I be in a n., what it is converted from is regarded : 

O , 9 G ° ^ 

so that ob [626] is said, [and ^U i. q. ^& , because 
they belong to the cat. of the & (IY)] ; but not u>W 



t 



( 751 ) 

[635] (M), nor *b , since the £ is a ; (IY). The language 
of IM implies that the I substituted for the £ of the n. 
is not pronounced with Imala, unrestrictedly, [i. e., 
whether it be converted from a ^ or a ^ (Sn)] : but the 
author of the M distinguishes between what is converted 
from a ^ , as in ob and ^lz i. q. v a£ , where he allows 
Imala ; and what is converted from a . , as in v_>L and 
*b , wher.e he does not allow it : while some distinctly 
declare that Imala of the I converted from a ^ , when 
an £ in a tril. n. 9 is anomalous ; and this is apparently 
the language of S (A). 

§. 631. They sometimes pronounce the ! with Imala 
on account of a preceding ] so pronounced, saying vIJ>*; 
bL* I saw a tent-pole [626] and bkjue our goats (M), 
the object of that being consonance of the sounds, and 
approximation of their tones (I Y). 

§. 632. The letter of elevation [734], as likewise the 
) {not pronounced with Kasr (IA)], restrains [the cause 
of (A) Imala (IA, A) from taking effect (A), when the 
cause is (I A, A)] an expressed Kasra or [an existing (IA)] 
& [below] (IM). For the letters of elevation are elevat- 
ed towards the palate ; so that, with them, the I is not 
pronounced with Imala, from desire for homogeneity [of 
sound (Tar)] : while the, , [though there is no elevation 
in it (Tar),] is assimilated to the elevated [on account of 

71a 
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the reiteration in it (Tsr)], because it is reiterated [734] 
(A, Tsr), when doubled or quiescent ; so that it is, as it 
were, more than one letter ; and therefore has strength 
(Sn) : nay, it is said to be stronger as a preventive [than 
the letters of elevation] (Tsr). The preventives [of 
Imala (A, Tsr)] are eight (Aud, A) also (Aud), like the 
causes [626] (Tsr), (1-7) the seven letters of elevation 
[734] (Aud, A), vid. the ^ , the £ , the ^ , the ^ , the 
b , the ib , and the J> (Aud), which are the initials of 

these [mnemonic] words R^jJ.J^ ^^ fi^ \\y&< oLo ds 

U^JLib JDirar } the manservant of my maternal uncle 

Talha, has caught a male ostrich (A) : (8) the s [634] 
(Aud, A), not pronounced with Kasr (A, Tsr). These 
eight prevent Imala of the f , and restrain its eause from 
taking effect, when it is an expressed Kasra (A). IM's 
saying " or ^ " [above] is a distinct declaration that the 
letter of elevation and the * not pronounced with Kasr 
prevent Imala, when its cause is an expressed & : and in 
the Tashil and the Kafiya he distinctly declares that ; 
though in the Tashil he says "the existing Kasra and &"-, 
and in the Kafiya a the expressed Kasra and the existing 
<5 ". He gives no ex., however, of that [ ^ (Sn)] : 
and what he says of the & is not recognized in their 
speech :— nay, Imala appears to be allowed in such as 

! I Jd£ and ^bU ; [where the letter of elevation and the 
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y precede the f ] (A) ; and similarly in ^Lo and s^Xp 
ehLol These are thy wells, where the letter of elevation 
and the ^ follow the I (Sn) : and AH says " We have not 
found that ", meaning, restraint of the ^ by the letter 
of elevation or the * ; " but it prevents with the Kasra 
alone " (A). This necessarily implies that the ^ is 
stronger than the Kasra ; whereas the preferable opinion, 
as before stated [626], is the converse ; and possibly it is 
this that induces IM to add the ^5 (Sn). The condition 
of the Imala restrained by the preventive is that its 

cause should not be a supplied Kasra, [as in jls , the I 

1 

of which is converted from a . pronounced with Kasr 
(Tsr)] ; or a supplied & , [as in v-jLb , the I of which is 
converted from a <* (Tsr)] : for here the supplied cause, 
being present in the I itself, is stronger than the expres- 
sed [cause (Tsr)], which either precedes the t , [as in 

^Jjtf and ^Lo (Tsr)] ; or follows it , [as in JU and *jb 
(Tsr)] : and for this reason such as jl^ and v^jLb and 
t\\ are pronounced with Imala (Aud), notwithstanding 
that the letter of elevation precedes [the ! ] in oU* and 
<1>U? , and follows [it] in JjU. and ^ (Tsr). The 
elevated [letter] restrains the Imala of only the n n 
exclusively : Jz says " The elevated [letter] prevents 

Imala of the ! in the n.\ but not in the v. T as olb and 

- . j . 
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_Aj ; because Imala in the v. possesses a strength that it 
does not possess in the n., for which reason the circum- 
stance that the I of the v. is [converted] from the & or 
from the ^ is not regarded ; but it is pronounced with 
Imala unrestrictedly " [629, 630] (A). The cause [of 

Imala], however, in u>Ub and ^Jb is supplied ; and the 
preventive does not prevent the Imala produced by a 
supplied cause, either in the n. or in the t;«; so that what 
Jz mentions is not contrary to what IM says (Sn). 
These letters [of elevation] do not prevent Imala when 
they are a o pronounced with Fath, forming part of a 

v. unsound in the c , as in ^JJa and oLi> ; or in the J , 

t * * » 

whether a^,as in ^JU> and <5 *Jb ; or a ^ , as in Kt and 

ItXfr , where this J becomes a ^ , as we mentioned, in 

i 

^oyc! and ^yc [629] : for these vs. contain two induce- 
ments to Imala, vid. conversion from the ^ , and strength 
of plasticity in the v.] so that the elevated [letter] is 
overpowered (IY). [But, in the case of oU* , Kasr of 
the o in &&£» (630) takes the place of conversion from 
the <5 as the first of the two inducements.] The condition 
of [prevention by (Tsr)] the [letter of (Tsr)] elevation 
preceding the I is that it should be (1) contiguous to the 
I , as in ^JUs : (2) separated [from it] by one letter, 
[because separation by one letter is like no separation 

a 
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(5?sr),] as in *SU£ ; unless the letter of elevation be (a) 
pronounced with Kasr, as in \Sikh and Aja , which they 
pronounce with Imala (Aud), because the Kasra is 
constructively after the letter [of elevation], so that 
consonance of the sound of the t with the Kasra 
is more appropriate, [since it avoids a rise in pitch 

after a fall] (Tsr) ; (6) quiescent after a Kasra, as in 

• ° 

-^L*a* , [because the Kasra, being in its vicinity, while 

it is quiescent, is assumed to be conjoined with it, so that 

it is equivalent to the one pronounced with Kasr (Tsr) ; 

though some of the Arabs do not consider this [quiescent 

(Tsr) letter of elevation] to be equivalent to the one 

pronounced with Kasr (Aud), but treat it as a preventive 

of Imala (Tsr). The condition of [prevention by] the 

[letter of elevation (Tsr)] following the I is that it should 

be (1) contiguous to the I , as in [ J^oLi and] ^Uy [633]: 

(2) separated [from it (Tsr)] by (a) one letter, as in 

i^Aj [633] ; (6) two letters, as in-JbuuiU* [633] ; though 

some pronounce this with Imala, on account of the 

remoteness of the [letter of] elevation (Aud). Prevention 

by the [letter of elevation] following the I is stronger than 

prevention by the [letter of elevation] preceding [the I ] : 

and, for that reason, the [letter of elevation] preceding 

[the I ] is subject to the [foregoing] restrictions, that it 

should not be pronounced with Kasr, nor quiescent after 

a letter pronounced with Kasr, nor separated [from the 

i 17- 



( 756 ) 

I ] by two letters ; while the [letter of elevation] follow- 
ing [the I ] is unrestricted [in these respects]. That is 
because a rise [in pitch] after a fall is more difficult, in 
their estimation, than a fall after a rise (Tsr). 

§. 633. They treat the [preventive] detached [from 
the I ], i. e., belonging to another word, like the attached, 
which belongs to the same word (IY). This detached 
[preventive] is (1) contiguous to the I , without any 

barrier, as in ^U Ux> Kasim is one of us, like JuoUb <£>j>* 
I passed by a learned man [632] : (2) separated from it 
by (a) one letter, as in +m>\j JU^ by the camels of IjCdsim 
[below], like (3*11? by a croaker [632] ; (6) two letters, 
as in by*» u&<X-o In her hand is a whip, like kx^Lu 
[632] (Tsr). S says (Mj, We have heard them say 
juv Ljj^oj <jt o\j\ Zaid meant to strike her [627], 
pronouncing [the I in L^^^j ] with Imala [because of the 
Easra before it (IY)]; but Jus l^v-^ ^l e>U\ Be desired 
to strike her before, pronouncing with Fath, [notwith- 
standing the Kasra of the s (IY),] because of [the 
preventive, vid. (IY)] the jf (S, M) in Jls (IY) ; and 
[similarly (M)] *-u,U> JU> ^ ;r « [above] and ^Xe JUj 6?/ 
£fte camels of Malik (S, M) and jL&b JU? 6?/ *Ae camels 
ofYankul, all with Fath, because of the <jf, being assimi- 
latedto <3^U and Jajy£u* [632] (S)* But some distinguish 
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between the attached and detached, saying f^Jji JUj 
with Imala (S, IY), as though they did not mind the 
elevated [letter], since it belongs to another word (IY). 
The preventive of Imala takes effect [even (Tsr)] if it be 
detached ; but the cause of Imala does not take effect 
except when attached (Aud), the distinction being that 
the preventive is stronger than the cause (Tsr). Therefore 
such as |vawU ^1 K&sim came is not pronounced with 
Imala, because of the presence of the \jj , [even though 
it is in another word (Tsr)] ; nor JLo OuJ Zaid has 
camels, because of the detachment of the cause (Aud), 
since the I is in one word, and the Kasra in another 
(Tsr). This is a summary of the language of IM [in 
the CK (Tsr)], and of his son (Aud) in the C (Tsr). 
But they are subject to objection in two respects, (1) 

that they exemplify [the first rule] by ^U ^t [above], 
notwithstanding their acknowledgment that the preven- 
tive does not take effect on the supplied ^ [632], on 
which sort [of cause] the [letter of] elevation, if attached, 
would have no effect, [and k fortiori when detached 
(Tsr)]; while the good, [irreproachable (Tsr),] ex. is 

*a*G> uuf^e book of Kdsim, [since the cause of Imala 
is the expressed Kasra, which is restrained by the 
preventive, even though it is detached (Tsr)] : (2) that 
the precepts of the GG are opposed to both the rules 
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mentioned by these two [authors] :— IU says in his 
Mukarrab [fi-nNahw (HKh)], after mentioning ths 
causes of Imala, what is to this effect " whether the 
Kasra be attached or detached, as in jLo Jo-J [628] y 
except that the Imala of the attached, be what it may, 
is stronger"; and he says also " And, when the letter of 
elevation is detached from the word [containing the f ], 
it does not prevent Imala, except in what is pronounced 
with Imala on account of an accidental Kasra, as in 
*amLs JU? [above] ; or in such of the t s appended to the 
prons. as are pronounced with Imala [639], as in 
Jlo Lgi>*£ <jt *M>I He meant to know her before " (Aud), 
where Imala of the I [in Lp ] is prevented by the <j of 
JaS after it, though the \j is detached [from l$iyu ] 
(Tsr). 

§. 634. The condition of prevention by the . [632] 
consists of two matters, (I) its not being pronounced 
with Kasr [below] : (2) its being contiguous to the f , 
either before the I , [being then pronounced only ■ with 
Fath (Tsr),] as in jiLi and juif^ (Aud), where the s 
prevents [the operation of] the cause preceding [the I ] 
in the first [ex.], and following [it] in the second (Tsr) ; 
or after it, [being then pronounced with Damm or Fath 
(Tsr),] as in *U&> \&& This is a he-ass and U\+s» ooK 
I saw a he-as$> But some treat the s posterior [to the 
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I , when] separated [from it] by one letter, as in J& I jjs 

This is an unbeliever, like the contiguous (Aud) in 

prevention of Imala (Tsr). The preventive of the 

preventive [626] is the * pronounced with Kasr [above], 

in the immediate vicinity of the I : for this prevents the 

elevated [letter (Tsr)] and the ^ from preventing (Aud) 

Imala, because one characteristic of the s is reiteration 

[734], so that this letter is virtually two letters, and the 

Kasra in it is virtually two Kasras, one of which is in 

opposition to the preventive, while the other is the 

• •£ ^ • 
cause of Imala (Tsr) ; and for this reason ^sL^j! ^JU^ 

II. 6. And upon their eyes and JjlM^ u# <M IX. 40* 
[204, 599] are pronounced with Imala, notwithstanding 
the presence of the ^ [in the first (Tsr)] and the £ [in 
the second (Tsr)] ; and ^57 Jli^ ^i LXXXIIL 18- 
[236, 598], notwithstanding the presence of the ^pro- 
nounced with Fath [before the I (Tsr)] ; and nLaJI >\& 

XL. 42. The abode of stability, notwithstanding the 
presence of both (Aud) preventives, the elevated ^j and 
the* pronounced with Fath. In all of that, the * 
pronounced with Kasr is contiguous [to the | ] (Tsr). 
But some treat the [ , when] separated [from the ! (Tsr)] 
by one letter, like the contiguous [in prevention of the 
preventive (Tsr)] : S heard Imala [of oU (Tsr)] in tha 

saying [of Hudba Ibn Khashram (S)] 

72 a 
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Oj£w ^Wr^ &f=> *♦£*+* # ^t>U ^t S&j yjJl t5 AX : > aJJ| ^5**^ 

May-be God will compensate me for the lands of Ibn 
K&dir with pouring rain, black in clouds, running 
over the surface of the ground (Aud), notwithstanding 
that the ^ pronounced with Kasr is separated from the t 
by the ^ (Tsr). But those who say ^ilX? v^jo are more 

numerous than those who say *>Ub cj^vo , because the 
vjf is a letter of elevation [632] (S). It is understood; 
from the language of IM [and IHsh] that Imala is [2t 
fortiori (A)] allowable in such as d>U^ ; for > since the f 
is pronounced with Imala, on account of the s pronounced . 
with Kasr, notwithstanding that the requirer of abandon- 
ment of Imala, vid. the letter of elevation or the < not 
pronounced with Kasr, is present, with more reason 
should it be pronounced with Imala when the requires 
of such abandonment is absent (IA, A). 

§. 635. Some mention two causes, other than the 
foregoing [626], for Imala of the f , (1) difference between, 
the n. and the p. [639] ; and that is in the * and similar 
letters in the initial monograms of the chapters [of, the 
Kur] : S says " And they say K and L and U ", i. e., 

with Imala, " because they are names of what is uttered", 

[i. e., the letters (Sn)] ; so that they are not like Jll and 

G and 5f and other ps. wninfl. upon quiescence : (a) the 
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letters of th6 alphabet, that are at the beginnings of the 
chapters [of the Kur], if an t be at their end, are pro- 
nounced by some with Fatb, [i. e., not with Imala (Sn),] 
and by others with Imala ; but, if an I be in their middle, 
as in o&'and 0L0 , are pronounced with Fath, without 
dispute : (2) frequency of usage ; and that is in (a) 

—La^J) AlEajjaj [below], when a proper name, in the 
nom. and ace, [not in the gen., where Imala is regular, 

on account of the presence of its cause, vid. the Kasra 

* - '*' 

(Sn)] ; and similarly — L^vjJl APAjjaj^ in the nom. and 
w »* 

9 

ace: so some of the GG mention : (b) JjiJI , in the nom. 
and acc.: IB says " 'Abd Allah Ibn Da'ud transmits 

9 «, 

from IA1 the Imala of ,JjJ| in the whole of the Kur, in 
the nom., ace., and gen": so says IM in the CK ; " and 
this ", says he, " is transmitted by Ahmad Ibn Yazld 
alHulwanl, through Abu 'Umar adDurf, from Ks." 
Imala on account of these two causes is anomalous ; not 

regular, but confined to hearsay (A). That —Lci^Jl 
AlSdjjaj is pronounced with Imala on account of 
frequency of usage is the saying of S : but Mb says that 
they pronounce it with Imala, when it is a proper name, 
on account of the difference between the det. and' the 
indet., and the substantive and the ep. (IY). And 
JU Id^a This is property and ub a door are transmitted 
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from some of the Arabs (M), whose Arabic, says S, 
is to be trusted ; as though they assimilated the I in Jit 
and v«>L? to the f of L£ and b<> , treating the c [630] like 
the J [629] : but such pronunciation of Jlo and ub in 

the nom. and ace. is rare (IY). And they say 1&D( 

i 

[ blindness by night (IY)], \sQ\\hole of the fox or Aare 
(IY)], and LXtf [sweepings of the house (IY)], though 
these are from the ^ (M) : the I mala being introduced 
into them by assimilation to what is from the ^ , because 
the I is a J ; for alteration gains access to the J , since you 
pronounce L& with Imala [629], but not jb [626] (IY). 

w 

But, as for their saying UJf gain [in selling, though it 
is from the ^ , since they say in the du. ^U* (IY)], 
it is on account of [their saying <jLuu , treating it as from 
the 45 , together with the Kasra of (IY)] the , (M). 

§. 636. Properly J^li from the reduplicated, such 

2 . ' - i 2 i - * -* -* * *' 

as jl*. serious and .u passer, pi. o\f^ and Jy> , should 

not be pronounced with Imala, because the Kasra that 

was in it, necessitating Imala, has been elided on account 

of the incorporation [731] (IY). But some pronounce 

[that (IY)] with Imala, saying $L» and t>|y^ , [because 

the Kasra is supplied (IY),] from regard to the o. f 

[ St>L^ and oo(}L , as they pronounce \*il£» with Imala 
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because it is constructively o^ > or because it is reduc- 

9 O 

ible to qa=> , though there is no Kasra in the actual 
expression ; and similarly (IY)] as they pronounce 
jlLo I jja TAis Z5 a walker with Imala in pause [643] 
(M), though there is no Kasra in it, because, when the 
speech is continued, it is pronounced with Kasr (IY), 

§. 637. Aud LiLsjJs: u-iJjU XCL 1. [538], where 
i ' 

[analogy forbids Imala, because (IY)] the ! [in {S a*&1\ 
(IY)] is [converted] from the ^ , is pronounced with 
Imala for conformity with li&s* XCI. 3. [538] and 
UUil XCI. 4. It covereth it [626] (M), both of which 
are so pronounced because the I in them is [converted] 
from the <5, since you say &aJU> / displayed it and, in 
the da., ^UdJb Z%e# fiw cover (IY). 

§, 638. The Fatha is pronounced with Imala before 
one of three letters, (1) the ! , which has been already 
discussed [626-637] : (2) the * , on condition that it be 
pronounced with Kasr, that the Fatha be on a letter 
other than & , and that they, [ i. e., the Fatha and the 
> (Tsr),] be (a) contiguous, [with no barrier between the 
letter pronounced with Fath and the • (Tsr),] as in 

JjOI ^yo XIX. 9. Of old age (Aud) ; (a) there is no 

difference between the Fatha's being on a letter of 



( 764 ) 
elevation, as inyulf^c ,j VI. 145. And ofkine ; or oft 
a j , as ia^j LXXVII. 32. FPM sparks ; or on any 
other letter, as in XIX. 9. [above] (A, Tsr) : (b) sepa- 
rated by a quiescent other than & , as in ;y lc J^o from 
'Amr ; [or, adds IUK, by a letter pronounced with Kasr, 

■p. . 

as in y&\ insolent (Tsr)] : contrary to such as xJUL 6,i? 

7*v £*' &° if**? ' ^ * tctke re f u 9 e w tih God from 
the vicissitudes of fortune, and from the badness of 
ways of acting, [because the Fatha in both is on the ^ 
(Tsr)] ; and to [such as] J^ac ^ from others than thee 
(And), because the separation is by the quiescent ^ 
(Tsr) : (a) it is understood from IM's saying" [Pronounce 
the Fatha with Imala (IM)] before theEasra of a [final 
(IM)] s " that the Fatha is not pronounced with. Imafo 
on account of the Kasra of a ^ before it, as in ^ decay- 
ed bones ; and that is positively stated by others than 
IM (A) : (6) it is stipulated that the s should not be 
followed by a letter of elevation, as in \jJ&3\ ^jjo II. 
260. From the east ; for it prevents Imala : that is 
positively stated by S (A, Tsr) : (c) ; it is not stipulated 
that the Fatha should not be preceded by a letter of 
elevation (Tsr) ; [for,] if the letter of elevation precede 
the\ ,it does not prevent [Imala] (A), because * the y 
pronounced with JRasr overpowers the elevated- [letter], 
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when that letter occurs before it ; so that such as 

syjlij ^j> from loss is pronounced with Imala (A, Tsr) 

IUK says " Accuracy requires one to say that every 
Fatha on a letter other than & is pronounced with Imala 
before a \ pronounced with Kasr contiguous to it, or 
separated [from it ] by a letter pronounced with Kasr, 
or by a quiescent other than ^5 , when the * is not 
followed by a letter of elevation" (Tsr) : (d) IM's stipula- j 
tion of finality in the * is refuted by the positive 
statement of S that they pronounce the Fatha of the Id 

in ,~\*s ls+± vsajK I saw leaves blown off by winds with 
Imala (Aud) ; while others mention that the Fatha of 
the c in oyc hard may be pronounced with Imala, though 1 

the , in that is not (A, Tsr) a J (A), [i. e.,] a final ; and 
perhaps IM particularises the " final " because that is 
frequent in such cases (Tsr) ; so that the stipulation of 
the s 's being " final " is from regard to the prevalent 
[usage], and is not invariable (A) : (e) it is deducible 
from the Imala in the ex. [mentioned by S] that it is not 
stipulated, as> a condition of Imala of the Fatha on 
account of the Kasra of a^ after it, that they should be 
in one word (Sn) : (f) IM makes no restriction in his 

saying " Pronounce with Imala " [above] ; and 

therefore it is known that the Imala here is [used] in 
continuity and pause, contrary to the Imala mentioned 
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below, which is peculiar to pause ; and that is distinctly 
declared by him in the CK : (g) this Imala is regular, as 
IM mentions in the CK: (h) S mentions that Imala of the " 

t in such as oUx+JI ^ from the feared is forbidden 
when the Fatha of the & is pronounced with Imala : he 
says " But it is not strong enough to cause Imala of the 
\ ", meaning that the Imala of the Fat^a is not strong 
enough to cause Imala of the I on account of its Imata 
[i, e., of the Imala of the Fatha (Sn)] : but IKh asserts 
that those who pronounce the [second] I of bUc with 
Imala on account of the Imala of the t before it [631] 
pronounce the I of ^ol^J! here with Imala on account 

of the Imala of the Fatha of the 6 ; which [assertion] is* 
invalidated by the fact that Imala on account of Imala. 
is one of the weak causes, so that none of it ought 
to be copied, except in the case of what has been heard r 
vid, Imala of the t on account of Imala of the I before 
or after it [631, 637] (A) : (3) the g of feminization : but 
this [Imala (Tsr)] is only in pause [646], exclusively, as in, 

41 s O / ( /0 

x+fi*) mercy and *4*3 favor, because they assimilate the 

a to the [abbreviated (Tsr)] f of feminization, on account 
of their agreement in outlet [181, 732], sense, [vid'. 
indication of femininization (Tsr),] augmentativeness, 
finality, and peculiarity to ns. [263] (Aud) : (a) it is 
good in such as *+^ , [where the Fatha is neither on a 
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\ > nor on an elevated letter (Jrb)] : and bad [when the 
Fatha is] on a , , as in a\Jj dinginess, [because the 
Imala of its Fatha is like Imala of two Fathas, on 
account of the reiteration of the * , so that the labour in 
pronouncing it with Imala is more (R)] : and middling 
[when the Fatha is (MASH)] on a [letter of (MASH)] 
elevation, as in &iL=» casket (SH), because, though the 3 
is treated like the I , it is not unrestrictedly like what it 
is assimilated to ; so that the elevated letter does not 
prevent Imala altogether here, as it does there ; but, 
with it, Imala is middling in goodness and badness (R) : 

(b) the 5 of femininization here includes the s of inten- 
siveness (A), because it is orig. the s of femininization 
[265] (Sn), as in- X^U [294, 312], which may be pro- 
nounced with Imala ; but excludes the 5 of silence [615], 
as in LXIX. 19. [below], the Fatha before which is not 
pronounced with Imala, according to the correct [opinion]: 

(c) when there is an I before the s , it is not pronounced 

with Imala, as in siLo prayer and sLl=* lije : what is 
pronounced with Imala, however, is the Fatha, not the 
consonant, that is immediately followed by the 5 of femi- 
nization ; and, that being so, there is no reason for IM's 
excepting the I , since the I is not included in the Fath ; but 
he does it here in order to dispel the notion that the 3 of 
feminization makes Imala of the I permissible, as it makes 

Imala of the Fatha -: (d) " the 5 ", and not " the S ", " of 

73 a 
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feminization " is said, in order that the <^> which is not 
converted into s may be excluded, because the Fatha is 
not pronounced with Imala before it (A) : this comprises 
the i of such as SUisli Fdtima and x+^s [263], according 
to those who pause with the o [646], in which case the 
Fatha is not pronounced with Imala, as is distinctly 
declared by others than IM ; and the [quiescent] i^> of 
feminization attached to the v. [607], as in o^b she 
sold (Sn) : (e) Imala of [the Fatha before (Tsr)] the * of 
silence also, as in Ljir LXIX. 19. [22, 647, 648, 679], is 
transmitted from Ks, [because of its resemblance to the 
a of feminization in pause and writing (Tsr)] ; but 
correctly should be disallowed, contrary to the opinion 
of Th and IAmb (Aud), who declare Imala to be 
allowable in what precedes it (Tsr). 

§. 639. Imala is one of the peculiarities of vs. and 
decl. les.'/and therefore Imala of the indecL [n.], as li£ 
[204] and Lo [180], is not regular; except in the case of 
li and lS [628, 633], as in l$j y> He passed by her and 
LiJI JaS He looked towards her, lo yi He passed by m 
and LjuJI y&> Be looked towards us ; for their Imala is- 
regular, on account of the frequency of their usage; 
But Imala of the indecl. n. [197] has been heard in the 

case of the dem. 16 [171, 293], and of [the advs.] ^x* 
i ' 
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[206] and ^f[207]. And some ps. are pronounced with 

Imala, vid. L Jb [556], the voc. L [554], and [the neg.] $ 

in their saving ^ Let [1, 565], because these ps. act as 
substitutes for props., and therefore acquire a superiority 
over others. And Ktb transmits Imala of [the repl. 
(Sn)] if [547], because of its being independent (A) in 
the reply, as [is stated] in [the commentary of] IITK 
(Sn) ; while Imala of c5 £=» [501] is reported by S and 
those who agree with him, and is transmitted from 
Hamza and Ks. Imala is not forbidden in what is 
accidentally uninjl., as in (5 ^j Ls O youth and { J^^ L 
pregnant woman [4S], because it is orig. infl, [16, 18]. 
There is no doubt as to the allowability of Imala in the 
pret. v. } though it is uninfl. [402, 403] (A) : Mb says 
"And Imala of ^^ [403,459] is excellent" (M, A) 
because it is a v., and its f is converted from a ^ [629], 
as is shown by o^a^c and La*** [462] (IY). The reason 
why the ps. are not pronounced with Imala is only that 
their f is not [converted] from a ^ ; nor is in the vicinity 
of a Kasra (A), in most cases, since the I of It [500] is in 
the vicinity of the Kasra of the Hamza (Sn). Analogy 



Ov 



( 770 ) 

forbids Imala in the case of the ps., because the ps. are 
prim, aplastic instruments ; while Imala is a kind of 
plasticity, because it is an alteration (IY). If, however,, 
they are used as [proper] names, they are pronounced 
with Imala (A), when the cause of Imala exists, as in 
JzL used as a name, because the f fourth in the n. i& 
converted into ^ in the du. [229] ; contrary to .Jt used 
as a name, because you say in the du. tp| (Sn). Anct, 
according to this, the U oiZJ\ and J| , and the b> and Lb 
and L* [of ais and *^ (Sn)]> in the initial monograms of 
the chapters [of the Kur] are pronounced with Imala 
[635], because they are names for the disconnected sounds, 
uttered in the outlets of the letters [732] ; and, since 
they are names for these sounds, and are not like l* 
[546] and ^ [in being ps. (Sn)}, the Imala in them is, 
intended to notify that they have become annexed to. 
the n s. } in which Imala is not forbidden. Zj and the 
KK say that [the letters of] the initial monograms are 
pronounced with Imala because they are abbreviated, 
Imala being prevalent in the abbreviated ; but this is 
refuted by the fact that Imala is not allowable in much 
of the abbreviated : while Fr says that they are pro- 
nounced with Imala because in the du. they are restored 
to <<$ , as ^Ch two Td's and d ll«* two lids. And 
similar is the Imala of the letters of the alphabet* 
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[which are not in the initial monograms of the chapters 

(Sn)J as L and b and 13 (A), according to the dial, of 

i t i 

those who abbreviate these ns. [234, 321] (Sn). 






CHAPTER III. 
PAUSE. 



§. 640. Pause is [defined by IH as] severance of the 
word from what is after it [below] (SH). IITs saying, 
" from what is after it " suggests the notion that pause 
upon a word occurs only when there is something after 
it ; and, if he said " [Pause is] becoming silent upon 
the final of the word, from choosing to make that word 
the end of the speech ", it would be more general (R). 
Pause is [defined by some as] stoppage of the speech 
upon [the utterance of (Fk)] the final of the word 
(A, Tsr. Fk, MKh). This is better than the saying of 
IH u severance of the word from what is after it " 
[above], because sometimes there is nothing after it (Sn). 
Pause is (1) optional, when it is intended for its own 
sake : (2) compulsory, when [it is not intended at all ; 
but (Sn)] at it the breath is stopped : (3) tentative, when 
ft is intended [not for its own sake, but in order (Sn)] 
to test [the condition of (Sn)] the person, whether he 
pauses properly, [or not (Sn),] upon such as ^ [181] 
(Sn, MKh), J^i , and ^ (Sn), and jl Xx£$\ , in the mode 
hereafter mentioned [648] ; and upon such as XXVII. 
25. [2,59, 574] and ^^uubifl |JU> ; 1 **U v»-L;ui1 Lot VI. 144, 
145, Or what the wombs of the two females have 
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enclosed ?, where an expression is supposed to be one 
word> but is virtually more. For u! in the last [ex.] is 
not the cond. C\ [593] ; but is [compounded of] the 
copulative J [541] and the conjunct Lo [180], so that 
one pauses upon +\ disjoined from Lc* And, as for ^\ in 
XXVII. 25., according to the reading of Ks, with a 
single J, it is an inceptive and premonitory p. [551] ; 
while C is premonitory, or is a voc. p. whose voc. is 
suppressed [59] ; and ljtX&**l is an imp. v. ; so that one 
pauses upon G disjoined from l^<Xsu*f : and it ought to 
be disjoined in writing also ; but they are conjoined in 
the Codex of ' Uthman, so that they resemble the aor. in 
pronunciation and writing, though virtually not one. 
But, according to the reading of the rest, with a double 
J , it is the subjunctival ^1 [571] incorporated into the red. 
5 [566], for which reason the ^ of the aor. is dropped 
[405]; while the resultant inf. n. [497, 551] is the obj. of 
^<X&gj , by suppression of the prep. [514], the sense 
being 4>^\*J| ^\ yjyyxQ* if they are not guided aright 
(to this,) that they should bozo down, i.e., (to) bowing 
down : so that, upon stoppage of the breath, one pauses 
upon ^ , or upon ^ ; not upon the ^ , because it is 
part of a word [404] : and [in explanation of this 
reading] other things are said [574] (fllKh). The 
[pause] meant here is the optional (A,Tsr, YS, MKh); not 

r.. 
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[the compulsory, nor (Sn)] the tentative (Tsr, Y£>* 
Sn) : and not the optional unrestrictedly (Sn) ; but 
other than that which occurs in (l) trying to remember 
(A Tsr, YS)> as in ili[623], JjSS , and ^ ; t JU^ (Sn) ; 
(2) quavering (A, Tsr, YS) as in pit ^7 JI\ [608] 
(YS, Sn) ; (3) demanding precise information (A, YS), 
and asking for specification of a vague [indet.'] (Sn), as ill 
^jjj [185] (YS, Sn), quiescent in the ^ (Jh), and ^Z) > 
and in ^jlxj [183, 497] , lie , and {S x* (Sn) ; (4) disapproba- 

tion (A, Tsr), as in &a3Joa| (Sn). The pausal letter 
differs in predicament from the initial, the pausal being 
quiescent, while the initial is only mobile : except that 
beginning with the mobile is quasi-compulsory, since it 
is impossible to begin with a quiescent [667] ; while 
pause upon the quiescent is artistic and approvable, when 
the mind is wearied by the succession of words, conson- 
ants and vowels (IY). And from the [primary] object of 
resting, in pause, three [secondary] objects are derived j 
for it serves to denote completion of the purport of ther 
speech, completion of the metre in poetry, and comple-* 
tion of the rhythm in prose (Tsr). It is common to the 
three kinds [625] (M), the n. } as Jo) l<X* This is Zaid J 
the v., as ujv-oj 0u\ Zaid strikes or ^y6 struck ; and 

the p., as oc. Yes [556] (IY). It has [eleven (Jrb, Tsr, 
Fk), orrather thirteen,] modes, [i.e., sorts of predicaments 
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(R)J C 1 ) t bare ( SH > Fk ^ °x uiescence !> low J : ( 2 ) Raum 
[below] : (3) Ishmam [below] : (4) substitution of the 
f [640, 649] ; (5) change of the [nominal (SH, Fk)] » 
of feminization into s [646] : (6) addition of the I [648] : 
(7) affixion of the s of silence [644, 648] : (8) [expression 
or '(Tsr, Fk)] elision of the [ ; and (R, Tsr, Fk)] tf [643, 
645, 648] : (9) change of the Hamza [into a letter homoge- 
neous with its vowel (642) (SH)] : (10) reduplication 
[below-]: (11) transfer of the vowel [640, 641] (SH, 
Tsr, Fk) : (12) conversion of the Tanwin into ; or ^ 
[below] : (13) conversion of the I into ^ or ^ or Hamza 
[643]. These [modes] mentioned are the predicaments 
of pause, i.e., of silence upon the final of the word be- 
cause of the completion [of the purport] of the speech. 
And by "predicament" [of pause] we mean ichat is neces- 
sitated by it; for pause, in the language of the Arabs, 
necessitates one of these things (R). The [modes] men- 
tioned here [in the IM and Aud] are [eight,] seven [of 

TVhich are] collected by somebody in a [mnemonic] verse 

* 

Transfer [No. 11 in the preceding list], and elision 
[No. 8], and quiescence [No. 1] ; and they are 
followed by reduplication [No. 10], and Raum [No. 2], 
and Ishmam [No. 3], and substitution [No. 4, and pos- 
sibly Nos. 5, 9, 12, and 13]. And, as for affixion of the 

% of silence [No. 7], it is [only] to make the vowel plain 

74 a 
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(Tsr). Pause is mostly attended by alterations, which 
are reducible to seven things, quiescence [N9,. 1], 
Ishmam [No. 3], Raum[No. 2], substitution [No. 4, and 
possibly Nos. 5, 9, 12, and 13], addition [No. 6 and pos- 
sibly Nos. 7 and 10], elision [No. 8], and transfer [No. llj 
(A). Reduplication [No. 10] is not [explicitly] mention- 
ed, because it is an addition of a letter, together with 
quiescence ; so that it is not excluded from the, seven, as 
is indicated by A's expression " reducible " (Sp). Paus£ f 
is [said by MKh to be] mostly reducible to six sorts of 
alteration, collected in the saying 

Addition [No. 6, and possibly No. 7], elision [No. 8]^ 
quiescence [No. 1], anc? transfer [No. 11], ancZ simi- 
larly reduplication [No. 10], awd Raum [No. 2Q, omc^ 
Ishmam [No. 3], and! substitution [No. 4, and possibly. 
Nos. 5, 9, 12, and 13]. But sometimes it makes, no 
alteration at all (MKh) : [for] the saying of A [apd, 
MKh] " mostly " is intended to except the abbreviated 
not pronounced with Tan win (Sn), as (S XAS\ the youth 
and ^ pregnant ; and [the defective not pronounced 
with Tanwln (Sn), ] as ^UJ! the judge (Sn, MKh) ; 
since there is no alteration in them [643] (Sn), These 
modes vary in goodness [of effect], and in place [of 
application] (SH, A). For some of them are better than 
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others, conversion of the I into ^ or ^ or Hamza being 
wedk, as will be seen [643] ; and similarly transfer of the 
vowel &nd reduplication [below]. But sometimes two or 
more modes agree in goodness [of effect], like quiescence 
[below] and conversion of the S of femininization into s 
[646], And each mode has a place, in which it is autho- 
fized ; but sometimes two or more modes share in one 
jplace, as quiescence and Raum [below] share in the 
mobile (R). The modes will [now] be discussed in detail 
(A). Thfe [word] paused upon is a n., v., or p. ; and 
the h. y when its final is a sound letter, and it is triptote, 
is in the nom., ace, or gen. (IY). Moreover the [rc.] 
paused upon is sometimes pronounced, and sometimes 
not pronounced, with Tanwin (Tsr). If the final of the 
word be quiescent [below], as in *Jf [217] and ^ [182], 
you are relieved from the task of providing quiescence ; 
and, with it, none of the modes of pause is employed ; 
but you pause with the [existing] quiescence only ; 
though, if the quiescence of pause were said to be differ- 
ent from the quiescence of continuity, it would. not be 
improbable, as [the vowels and aug. consonant in the pi. 
are said tb be different from those] in [the sing.'] ^L^p 

[234, 246] and villi [234] (R). When you pause upon a 
[n.~] pronounced with Tanwin [below] ( Aud) and not made 
fern, with the 5 [646], the Arabs have three dials., (1) 
Elision of tfie Tanwin unrestrictedly, [i.e., in all three 
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cases,] which is the dial, of Rabi'a [below] (Tsr) ; though 
apparently, says IA, this is not necessary in the dial. 
of Rabi'a, since, in their poems, pause upon the ace. 
pronounced with Tanwln is often with f (Sn) : (2) 
change of the Tanwln unrestrictedly, into I after Fatha, 
2 after Damma, and ^5 after Kasra, which is the dial. 
of AlAzd [below] : (3) making a distinction between 
the [final] pronounced with] Fath and [the final 
pronounced with] any other [vowel] (Tsr). The most 
preponderant and frequent of the [three (Tsr)] dials, is 
that its Tanwln should be (1) elided after Damma and 
Kasra, [the letter before the Tanwln being made quiescent 
(Tsr),] as Jos I <X# This is Zaid and Juw ^u^o I passed 
by Zaid, [with quiescence of the o in the two exs. (Tsr)] : 
and (2) changed into I after Fatha, whether the Fatha 

be (a) inflectional, as in tjos cok / saw Zaid ; or (b) un- 

inflectional, as in Lg^ [i.q. uaaJoI Desist (Tsr),] and 1 g < 

[187, 198] (Aud), i.q. J^fll 1 marvel (Tsr). And they 
assimilate ^3| [594], with the ^ , to the ace. pronounced, 
with Tanwln, changing its ^ into I in pause. This is 
the saying of the majority: while some assert that 
pause upon it is with the (J , and this is preferred by IU 
[in the Commentary on the Jumal (Tsr)]; but the 
common consent of the Seven Readers is against it (Aud) f 
since they agree in pausing upon such as t^JU? J^ 
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tjot iM XVIII. 19. And ye shall not ever prosper 
then with the ! (Tsr). When mobile, the final of the n. 
paused upon is either a 'i of femininization [646], or not 
(I A). In pause upon the mobile [final], that is not the * 
of femininization [646], you are allowed [a choice between] 
five modes, vid., that you should pause with (1) quiescence 
(Aud), stripped of Raum and Ishmam [below] (Tsr) : 
(a) " mobile " [here] means w mobilized with a vowel 
not accidental", as IM restricts it in the U, because the 
[letter] possessed of an accidental vowel is in the predic- 
ament of the quiescent [above] ; so that it is paused upon 
with mere quiescence, like the ^ of femininization in the 
v. in SLfcLJl ooyc-l LIV. 1. The hour hath drawn nigh 
[607], and the o of JJU^J on that day [201, 204, 608], 
as [IM says] in the CU : (b) what is meant is the 
" mobile " other than [the final of] the ace. pronounced 
with Tanwln, according to those who change its Tanwln 
into ! [above], since in it not one of the five [modes] is 
practicable ; though this is disputed in the case of trans- 
fer, as will be mentioned [641] : so in the Ham' and 
elsewhere (Sn) : (c) quiescence is absence of the vowel 
(Jrb, A) altogether, without any indication thereof (Jrb): 
(d) it is equally applicable to the [n.] pronounced, and the 
[w.] not pronounced, with Tanwln ; and to the infl. and 
the uninfl. (Jrb, Tsr) : (e) it is the original (IY, Jrb, 
Aud), and most frequent and prevalent [mode], because 
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[it is (IY)] deprivation of the vowel, [which (IY)] is 
most effective in realizing the object of rest (IY, Jrb, 
Tsr) : (f) its sign : 'in writing (M, R)] is [said by AH to 
be (Tsr)] a ^ (S, M, R, A, Tsr) above the letter JY, 

R, A, Tsr) paused upon (R), as pC^ | j^r> This is Ha- 
kam (M), and is made by S like this, ~ (Tsr), meaning 
\Jusa light (IY, R, A, Tsr), or i_d~» It has become light 

(A, Tsr), or iU&» imperceptibility, because the quies- 
cent [letter] is lighter [and less perceptible] than any 
other (IY) ; but the author of the Aud finds fault with 
him, saying that it is only the head of a - or * y either of 
which is abbreviated from »y*\ Cut off [the vowel], or 
Make quiescent ; and apparently it is the head of a ^ 
abbreviated from ~]X»»\ Best, because pause is rest 
(Tsr) : (g) some of the scribes make it a circle, [which, in 
my opinion, is (IY)] because the circle, [in the conven- 
tional language of the arithmeticians (IY),] is a, cipher* 
which is what has no number in it (IY, Tsr) ; so that 
they make it & sign of the quiescent, because the latter 
is devoid of vowel (IY) : and some of them make it a 
[pure (IY)} *> , as though, when they saw it without any 
explanation, they thought it to be a *> (IY, Tsr) : (h) 
quiescence is allowable in every mobile, except [the final 
of] the dec. pronounced with Tanwiil, where the commott 
dial, is conversion of the Tanwln into f ; though Rdbi'a 
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[above} treat the ace. like the nom,. and gen. } as 

[by AlA'sha Maimun, praising kais Ibn Ma'dlkarib, 
CTWo the perfect man, jEfats, I prolong the nightly 
journeys ; and I take from every tribe ties, i.e., safe- 
conducts to another tribe, because in every tribe the 
poet had enemies whom he had satirized, or who hated 
the subject of his eulogy, properly U*a.n (AKB)] : and 
it is necessary in pause upon, the H of femininization [646] 
(Aud), where the remaining modes are not practicable 
(Tsr) : (i) when the final of the word is Tanwln [above], 
its quiescence is not taken into account, nor do you 
content yourself with it in pause ; but you elide [it] in 
the nom. arid gen. [609] ; so that the letter before it 
becomes the final of the word, and therefore its vowel is* 
elided : (j) the reason why you elide the Tanwln in the* 
nom. and gen. is that you intend the word to be lighter 
in pause than it is in continuity, because pause is for 
rest ; and, since the word is lightened by elision of a p. 
[608] like a part of it, its lightening by elision of what 
is more strongly united with it than the Tan win i.e., the 
Panama and Kasra, is more appropriate : and, as for. 
the acc.f in it the extreme of lightness is realized for 
the word without elision of the Tanwln, vid., by its 
conversion into I , since the I is the lightest of the conso- 
nants : (k) similarly in the du. and sound pi. maze, the 
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lightness is realized by elision of the vowel of the ^ 
alone (R) : (2) Raum, which is stifling the sound of the 
vowel (Aud) : (a) it is a feeble sound, as though you 
were desiring [to sound] the vowel (IY, Jrb) ; not com- 
pletely achieving it, but slurring it over (IY, Jrb, Tsr) ; 
for a notification of the vowel in the o. /. (Jrb, Tsr), 
together with a realization of part of the object of the 
pause (Jrb) : so says Jrb (Tsr) ; (b) it [is not confined to 
any particular vowel ; but (Tsr)] is allowable in all the 
vowels, contrary to the opinion of Fr, who disallows it 
in the case of Fatha, and whose opinion is adopted by 
most of the [Seven (Tsr)] Readers (Aud), while AHm 
agrees with them in the disallowance (Tsr): (c) when 

the [final] pronounced with Fath has Tanwin, as in f Juv 

and iL=*> , there is no dispute that Raum is not 
allowable in it, except according to the rare dial, of 
Rabfa, i.e., elision of the Tanwin, as in #J\ J^c dJ^^ 

[above]: but, when it has no Tanwin, as in J^ Jl and Jc+^t, 
the opinion of the Readers, and of Fr among the GG* 
is that Raum of the Fatha in it is not allowable, because 
Fath is impartible, on account of its lightness, its part 
being its whole ; while, according to S and other GG, 
Raum is allowable in it, as in the nom. and gen. (R) : 
(d) the sign of Raum is a line in front of [below] the 

letter (S, M, R, A, Tsr), like this, (Tsr), as jJlX tji 
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This is Khalid (M) : (3) Ishmam: (a) this is peculiar to 
the [final] pronounced with Danmi (Aud), and does not 
occur In the [final] pronounced with Fath or Kasr ; while 
the Ishmam in the gen., which is transmitted from some 
of the Readers, is explicable as Raum [above], according 
to the technical nomenclature mentioned below as 
adopted by some of the KK (Tsr) : (b) it is really the 
indication of the vowel by the lips, after quiescence, 
without emission of any [audible (Tsr)] sound (Aud) : 
this 'means that you compress your lips after quiescence, 
leaving between them some gap, in order that the breath 
may pass out from it ; so that the person addressed, 
seeing them compressed, may know that, by their com- 
pression, you mean the vowel [Damma] : thus it is a 
thing perceptible by the eye exclusively, not by the ear, 

because it is not a sound to be heard, but a motion of an 

organ (Tsr) ; and is therefore perceptible only by the 

''seeing, not by the blind (Aud) : (c) some of the KK 

'apply the name Ishmam to Raum [above] : but this is 

'really a misnomer, because in Raum, with the motion of 

the lips, there is a small sound, whereby the consonant 

^almost becomes mobile ; so that it is perceptible by the 

Uirid arid the seeing, contrary to Ishmam (Tsr) : (d) 

soirie attribute to the KK the allowance of Ishmam in 

the gen., -and also in the [final] pronounced with Kasr ; 

-but^ apparently they are mistaken, since not one of the 

75 a 
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GG allows it, except in the nom., and in the [final] pro- 
nounced with Damm : for the instrument of Damm is 
the lip ; while by Ishmam you intend to represent the 
outlet of the vowel to the beholder in the shape that it 
assumes upon utterance of that vowel ; so that you may 
thereby indicate that this, and no other, is the vowel 
dropped ; and, the lips being exposed to his eye, their 
compression [to represent the utterance of Damm] is 
perceptible by his vision : whereas the Kasra is part of the 
j5 , the outlet of which is the middle of the tongue [732] ; 
and the Fatha is part of the I , the outlet of which is the 
throat [732] ; and both these [outlets] are hidden by the 
lips and the teeth, so that it is not possible for the 
person address to perceive the preparation of the two 
outlets for [the utterance of] these vowels (R) ; (e) the 
sign of Ishmam is a dot (S, M, R, A, Tsr) in front of 
[below] the letter (I Y, A, R, A, Tsr), like this, • (A, Tsr), 

as jSlxp* \d& This is Ja'far (M), because Ishmam is 
weaker than Raum, since in it no part of the vowel is 
uttered, contrary to Raum ; while the dot is smaller than 
the line (R) : A's saying " in front of the letter " [above] 
means " after it ", not " above it ", like the preceding [sign 
of quiescence, i.e., the ^ ,], to dispel the notion that it is a 
jLoys* sign of quiescence ; as the sign of Raum [above] 
is not above it, to dispel the notion that is a &l*al sign 
of the ace. (Sn) : (f) the derivation of Ishmam is from 
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!*-£ smell, as though you made the consonant smell a 
whiff of the vowel, by preparing the organ to pronounce 
it (Tsr) : (g) the object of it is to distinguish what [is 
mobile in continuity, but (Tsr)] is made quiescent in 
pause, from what is quiescent (A, Tsr) in every state 
(Tsr) ; (h) according to IH (R), the majority hold that 
there is no Raum or Ishmam in [three forms ( Jrb),] the s 
of femininization [646], the * of the pl. y and the acci- 
dental vowel (SH) : but I have not seen one of the 
Readers or GG mention that Raum or Ishmam is allow 
able in any of the three [forms] mentioned : on the con- 
trary, all of them disallow both [modes] in these [forms], 
unrestrictedly : and I believe that what makes IH fancy 
that Raum and Ishmam are allowed in them is that Sht, 
after saying 

tb5 yj Usui ^f 

[ii^c?, in a s of femininization, and the p of the pL, 
and an accidental vowel, say, they (the pron. referring 
to Raum and Ishmam) are not to be applied. And y i 
the s of the (attached sing, masc.) pron., a set of 
Readers, like Mkk and Ibn Shuraih, have disapproved 
of them, when before it (the pron. referring to J4JI , 

! 
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while, if L$JLs were said, it would be plainer) is JDqmm 
or Kasr formed, or their bases, a ^ and a ,5 , as in SjJLJLr? 

11.70. They have understood it, n^ ^ 'Xll.20.And 

1 9 
they sold him, and &♦**! 11.108. His Name, and, in, 

&Ai II.l. About it, *J| 11.26. Unto Him, and j^;^, 
II. 3 5. .Froftt /m .Lord (AAK)], adds 

[While some of 'them , like AdDani and Ns, are seenjo \ K 
be allowing them in every case (AA.K)]; .so. that A 
IH supposes that, by his saying " in ev$ry fase", he A 
means " in the case of the * of femininizationy^a^d^ 
the * of the pl n and the accidental vowel y and the iof^ 
the [attached sing.] masc. [pron.]"; as some oC^hejCom-^ 
mentators also have misunderstod his language, [fancying 
that its meaning is " in every case of the letter paused ' 
upon v (AAK)]; whereas Sht only means "in every case^ 
of the a of the [attached sing.] masc. [pron.'] alone", as 
will be seen [648].: (i) the reason why Raum and Ishmam 
are not allowable in the 5 of femininization [642] is that 
on the 8 there is no vowel to be notified by Raum or 
Ishmam, the vowel being only on the 5 for which the * is 
a subst, ; and, on that account, they are allowable accord-^ 
ing to those who pause upon the o without conversion, 
as in %s>Jt -&J&2 )?*> Jo [183, 646] : (j) as for the ^ of the 
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p\., the majority hold that it should be made quiescent 
in continuity [161], , as |SXJU,and p-jjJU ; while Eaum 
and Jshmam do not occur in the quiescent [above] : and, ^s 
for those who mobilize it in continuity, conjoining it with 
a • or ^5 , the reason why they do. not employ Eaum 
or Ishmam, after elision of -the ^ or ^ [in pause], as 
Eaum of the Kasra in ^Uit is. employed after elision of 
its ^ [643], is that this Kasra does sometimes occur at 
the end of the word in continuity, as in £| JJ \ g Ju *^> 
LIV.6.. -On the day when the summoned [Israfil 
(K, B), or Gabriel (K),] shall summon, [which is read 
(Ky with elision of the (K, B), for the sake of light- 
ness (B)] ; whereas pJCJU and p-g^M , when you conjoin 
them with a mobile after them,. do not. occur, with Damm, , 
[and Kasr, respectively,] of the * , [i.e.,] with the.;* s 
mobile,, and the conj. elided ; while Eaum or Ishmam 
of a vowel, that is never a final in continuity, cannot be 

employed [in pause] : and, as for such as vjUbCf f *JuJt. VL 
114. [77] and sfsUfg^Ifj VI.111..[585], the finaLof.. 
the word in-their case. is the ^ and ^ respectively, which j 
is; elided on account of the two quiescents; and what -is * 
elided on account of two = quiescents is in -the * predica- 
ment of the expressed ; this is if we say that* before 
their conjunction with the quiescent^ they were^XJi ■* 
and (s+f^l , according to the reading of IbnKathir [161] : 

Oigip 
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while, if we say that, before that, they were iCJl and 
l^jjf , with quiescence of the * in both, then the Kasr 
and Damni are accidental, on account of the two quies- 
cents ; and there is no Raum or Ishmam in the accidental 
vowel [below], as kJULoj «JUt L&j J^o VI. 39. Whomsoever 
God willeth [to lead astray (B)], him doth He lead 
astray 1 and viJULo ^ Ju*o ^ygx**! <X&Jj VI. lO.And 
assuredly Apostles before thee have been mocked at f 
because Raum and Ishmam belong only to the vowel 
understood in pause ; while the vowel supervening on 
account of the two quiescents occurs only in continuity ; 
so that, not being understood in pause, it cannot be 
notified [by Raum or Ishmam] (R) ; (k) the accidental 
vowel is the vowel of the concurrence of two quiescents 
[664], as in XCVIII. 1. [450], JyLp\\^d£j IV. 45. 

And disobeyed the Apostle , and ^L^yuh*AJL?» LXXX. 

24. Then let man look ; and in j£*^> [above] (MAR) : 
and the reason why th^re is no Raum or Ishmam 
in it is that the consonant [on which it appears] has 
[prig.'] no vowel in continuity ; but the vowel super- 
venes only because of a quiescent, that encounters it ; 
and disappears upon pause, because of the departure 
of the necessitating cause ; so that it is not taken 
into account (MASH) : (4) reduplication of the letter 

paused upon, [in a w. or v. (Tsr),] as <XflX |joo This is 
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Khdlid and &a> ^ He makes (Aud), with reduplica- 
tion of the * in jJli* , and of the J in ji^u (Tsr) : (a) 
reduplication is the strengthening of the letter paused 
upon : (b) the object of it is to make known that this 
letter is orig. mobile : (c) the letter added for pause is 
the quiescent that precedes, and is incorporated into, the 

letter paused upon (A) : (d) the sign of reduplication is 

J* 

a ji (S, M, R, A) above the letter (IY, R, A), as _y I juo 
This is Far a j (M) ; this being the initial of Jo<X£ 
strong (IY,R, A), or <X£ /< Aa5 become strong (IY), or 
v>Jui /£ ^as 6ee?i strengthened (Sn) : but, in the langu- 
age of the Tsr (Sn), its sign is (Tsr) the head of a jfc 
(Tsr, Sn) above the letter, Jike this, £ (Tsr) : (e) it is 
rare (SH, Tsr), because of the occurrence of the doubling 
in place of the lightening (Jrb, Tsr) ; and for this reason 
it is not transmitted from any of the Readers except 

'Asim in Ja**** LIV. 53. Recorded [in the Tablet 
(K, B)], in the Chapter of the Moon (Tsr): (f)it is a 
Sa'dl dial.; (g) its conditions are five matters, vid. that 
the [letter (Tsr)] paused upon should not be (a) a 
Hamza [642], as in Cia^ fault and LL young gazelle 
(Aud), because the Hamza in the position of the J is not 
incorporated, nor incorporated into [737] (Tsr) ; (b-d) a 
<5 , as in ^UJ| the judge, a ; , as in ^1 calls, or an t , 
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as in ^x^n dreads (Aud), because of the heaviness of 
the unsound letter [642] (Tsr) ; (e) immediately after 
quiescence, as in 0o\ Zaid and yj+z 'Amr (Aud), lest 
three quiescents be combined, the penultimate, the 
incorporated, and the [letter] paused upon (Tsr) : (h) 
reduplication occurs in the nom. and gen,, unrestrictedly: 
and, as for the ace, if it-be pronounced with Tanwln, the 
only [mode] allowable in it is conversion of the Tanwln 
into I [above], except according to the dial. of. Rabi'a 
[above], who allow elision of the Tanwln, in which caSe 
there is no disallowance of reduplication ; but, if it be 

not pronounced with Tanwln, as J^J! vsok I saw the 

man, J^jusu ^J He shall not make, and j±\~A aoK I saio 
Ahmad, there is no question about the allowability of 
reduplication, as in the nom. and gen.: (i) reduplication is 
applicable to the nom. and the [final] pronounced with 
Pamm, the gen. and the [final] pronounced with Kasr, 
and the ace. not pronounced with Tanwln and the [final] 
pronounced with Fath (R) : (j) such as U*akJt [in the 
saying of the poet *sJ! ^j^jJ fc> ^ (Jrb)] is an anomalous 

poetic license [below] (SH), because he imports the 
predicament of pause, vid. reduplication, into the state 
of continuity [647] ; and we say that it is "the state of 
continuity", because the rhymes are mobilized only when 
meant to-be understood as continuous [with what follows 
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them] (Jrb) : (k) the doubled letter ought to be quies- 
cent, because you double it only to explain the [existence 
of a] vowel in continuity ; whereas, when it becomes 
mobile, you are independent of indication of the vowel, 
since it is perceived [by the ear] : but they allow, in 
rhymes exclusively, the doubled letter to be mobilized, 
for the purpose of putting the letter of unbinding, 
because poetry is the position of quavering, trilling, and 
reiteration of sound, and especially at the ends of verses ; 
while the letters of unbinding, i. e., the I , • , and ^ , are 
particularly appropriated out of [all] the letters, to 
repetition and reiteration [of sound] ; for which reason 
they are affixed in poetry, for the purpose of unbinding, 
to words that they are not affixed to in prose, as in 

^jlA 5 ^^ ^S J^O ^AJ US 

[115], whereas you do not gay ^^L ^S I passed by 
l Amr, except according to the dial, of the Azd [above] 
of As Sarat ; and as in 

; *lycM *x* j*j jb V; * ,iU I Lgj-uu. Luii | 

* * * * * ^ 

(R), by [AlHarith (EM)] Ibn Hillka [alYashkuri 
(EM), The beloved (N)] Asmd has announced to us 
her intention of departing. Many a sojourner there 
is, of whose sojourning one is wearied ! (EM, N), 
whereas you do not say ^Cl ^XL Asmd has come to 

76 a 
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me [642] ; and you say in poetry ^JLr^Jl and ^^JL^Ol , 
whereas in prose that is not allowable in any of the 
dials.; and similarly the poet [Imra al Kais (Jh, MAR)] 

says 

[And many a mail-clad warrior there was, whose skirt 
I uncovered with the spear, whose inclination towards 
Right I righted with a trenchant blade, having wavy 
lines ! (MAR)], with the 5 of the conj. after the s of 
the pron., whereas in prose that is not allowable when 
the s of the pron. is paused upon, as xjc^Ld ^^L^ Sis 

young man came to me [648] : so that, as, for the sake 
of putting the [letter of] unbinding, it is allowable for 
them to mobilize that [letter] which in prose ought to 
be quiescent, so, for the sake of the letter of unbinding, 
they allow the doubled J to be mobilized in such as 

[by a man of the Banti Asad (S) J With a nine-year-old 
she-camel, robust or swift [647], although it ought to 
be quiescent ; and similarly the doubled o in such as 
^J| ^w^JbT j I [below] is orig. quiescent, but is mobilized 
for the sake of the letter of unbinding, as the <j of 
£o,cX3il| in the saying [of <Amr Ibn Kulthtim at 
Taghlabi (EM)] 
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j\Nbw; wa&e e/^, female cup-bearer, and give us a 
morning -draught with thy bowl, and keep not back for 
others the wines of the inhabitants of AlAndar, a city 
in Syria, i. e. ^ZjdS$\\y+± , where three <^ s are combined, 
so that they are lightened by poebic license, or the wines 
of the Andarun, said to be cities in Syria abounding in 
wines (EM),] ought to be quiescent, as in ^aJL^»JL> ^ 
I passed by the Muslims, all rhymes being paused upon, 
even though the sentence be not complete without the 
following verses : and, for this reason, we do not [often] 

• y C 

find, in ancient poetry, such as {S 3j.&uJ\ the tree, with 
the v^> followed by the conj. ; but s^fuiJf occurs, with 
the quiescent 5 [646] ; while ^gjisvflJt is frequent only in 
the poems of post-classical [poets] : and, according to 
this theory, the saying LwoiJl [below] is not " an anoma- 
lous poetic license " [above] ; as the mobilization of the 
U in {jj>s Jo^l [above] and the mobilization of the , in the 
saying 

[l%e winds have sported with it (the abode) ; and, in 
mine absence, the whirlwinds of dust and the showers 
have altered it (MAR)], for the sake of the letter 
of unbinding, are, by common consent, not anomalous, 
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notwithstanding that the two letters would have to be 
quiescent if they were not in poetry : and, because of 
its not being anomalous, you will see mobilization of the 
doubled [letter], for the sake of the [letter of] unbinding, 
to be frequent in their language : Ru'ba [Ibn Al 'Ajjaj 
at Tamlmi ( Jsh)] says 



O* ^ c /© c 



C* ••'*• » *'' o • ° -^ o w *c C /- rf-O-o -»* •*•■ x *.*• off 

[647] (R) Assuredly I have dreaded that I may see a 
drought in this our year, after it has been fertile in 
herbage. Verily the young locusts have crawled over 
the ridges of the ground, and the wind has blown up 
dzcst continually^ leaving zvhatthe locusts have spared 
a desert, as though it were the flood where it spreads 
abroad, or like the flame when it has met the reeds 
and the straw and the long coarse grass, and has 
then blazed up (MN) : nor is there anything in the 
language of S to indicate that the like [mobilization] is 
anomalous or a poetic license ; nay, the only reason why 
the like [mobilization] is not extremely frequent is that 
.reduplication [itself] is rare in pause, because the proper- 
ty of pause is to lighten, not to make |ieavy; so that 
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Co""- Mr ** * y 

the rarity of such as LaoaJI and J^a* is like the rarity 

of j-aju^ <v*L:> J a 6 far came to me, and of Juusu [above] : 
(R) : but [Jib contends that] even those who say that 
the rhymes are mobilized because a letter of prolonga- 
tion, that is paused upon, has been added to them, which 
is what is named [letter of unbinding], not because they 
are meant to be understood as continuous [with what 
follows them], do not take it out of the cat. of the ano- 
malous : except that the anomaly, according to the first 
[theory], consists in continuity's being treated like pause 
[647] ; while, according to the second, it consists in the 
vowel's being combined with reduplication, whereas the 
condition of the one is the non-existence of the other 
(Jrb) : (1) reduplication should properly not be applied 
to the ace. pronounced with Tanwin in such as 

* * • ** * G -o soTf- ' y 9 • " 

[above], because the letter of its inflection ought to be 
mobile in pause, its Tanwin being converted into I , and 
nothing else; while the letter of inflection, when mobile 
in pause, not for the sake of putting the letter of unbind- 
ing, is not doubled : but the poet makes the ace. accord 
with^ and follow the analogy of, the nom. and gen., as 
in the dial, of Rabl' a [above] (R) : (5) transfer of the 
vowel of the letter [paused upon] to that which is before 
it, asin the reading [of IA1 (Tsr)] >^oJb l^ol^' £ CIII. 3. 
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And enjoined, one upon another, patience^ [with 
transfer of the Kasra to the ^ (Tsr)] ; and the saying 
*J| Sb ; Lo JifLM [498, 641] (Aud), with transfer of the 

Damm of the * to the <JJ before it (Tsr) : (a) this also is 
rare (SH), like reduplication, except in the Hamza [641], 
because of the apparent alteration in the formation of 
the word, by the mobilization of the quiescent c with 
pamm, Fath, or Kasr, although the vowels are acciden- 
tal ; and also because the transfer of the inflection, which 
ought to be on the final, to the medial [of the word] is 
disliked (R) : (b) its object is either to make the vowel 
[of the inflection (A)] plain, or to escape from the [con- 
currence of (A)] two quiescents (A, MKb); and the 
reason why it is not necessary is only that concurrence 
of two quiescents is allowable in pause (MKh) : (c) its 
sign is the absence of sign (A). 

§. 641. Its conditions are five [or rather six (Tsr)] 
matters, (1) that the penultimate should be quiescent, 
[in order that it may receive the vowel transferred, 
because the mobile does not receive another vowel (Tsr)] : 
(2-3) that mobilization of that quiescent should not be 
impracticable, [as in the case of the f and the incorporat- 
ed letter, which do not receive a vowel (Tsr) ; and should 
not sound heavy, [as in the case of the y and ^ , to which 
the vowel is not transferred, on account of the heaviness 
(Tsr)] : (4) that the vowel [intended to be transferred 
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(Tsr)] should not be Fatha [642] (Aud), according to the 
soundest opinion, as held by the majority of the BB, 
because, if the [final] pronounced with Fath was [orig.} 
accompanied by Tanwln, the transfer [of its Fatha] 
would entail elision of the t of, [i. e., substituted for 
(Sn),] the Tanwln [640] ; while the [final] unaccompanied 
by Tanwln is made to accord with the accompanied : so 
says IUK (Tsr) : (5) that the transfer should not lead 
to an unprecedented formation (Aud), because that is 
not allowable : (6) that the [final which the vowel is] 
transferred from should be sound [642] (Tsr). Transfer 
is therefore not allowable in such as (1) Jix^ tjoa This 
is Ja'far, because of the mobility of the penultimate 
[642] : (2) (jL*M human being and <X£o is hard, because 
the I [in ^Lwol (Tsr)] and the incorporated letter [in 
Oc&j (Tsr)] do not receive a vowel, [since they are neces- 
sarily quiescent, except that the quiescence of the I is 
constitutional, while the quiescence of the incorporated 
is accidental (Tsr)] : (3) J^£j says and *jlo sells, because 
a vowel would sound heavy upon the * preceded by a 

9 * *> 

[letter] pronounced with Damm [in Jyb (Tsr)], and upon 
the <5 preceded by a [letter] pronounced with Kasr [in 

*^o (Tsr)] : (4) jjLxJ ! o**.w I learnt knowledge, 
because the vowel is Fatha (Aud) : for they transfer 
Damma and Kasra, because they dislike to elide them, 
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on account of their strength ; while, Fatha being light, 
they pardon its elision : so says Jrb (Tsr) : but that 
[transfer of Fatha (Tsr)] is allowed by the KK [below] 
(Aud, A), and, [according to the author of the Aud 
(Sn),] by Akh [below] (Aud, Sn), unrestrictedly (Sn), 
for the sake of uniformity in the cat. (Tsr) ; and it is 
reported of Jr that he allows it, [unrestrictedly, like the 
KK (Sn)] ; and of Akh [above] that he allows it in the 
[n.] pronounced with Tan win, according to the dial, of 

those who say Ju^,K I saw Bakr (A), vid. Rabi'a 
[640], because the preceding objection [as to its entailing 
elision of the I substituted for the Tanwin] is absent, 
according to the dial, of these (Sn) : (5) JU |j.jo This is 
knowledge, because in Arabic there is no J^u [368], with 
Kasr of its first [letter], and Damm of its second (Aud) : 
(6) jyc and ^ib [643], because the [final which the vowel 
is] transferred from is not sound (Tsr). The last two 
conditions [mentioned by IHsh, vid. that the vowel 
should not be Fatha, and that the transfer should not 
lead to an unprecedented formation (Tsr),] are peculiar 
to [the n. whose final is] other than Hamza : so that 
transfer is allowable in such as (1) g^iaJl r y&j> &&i\ 
XXVII. 25. Who bringeth forth the hidden, [where 
you say UdsJl (Tsr),] though the vowel is Fatha, [because, 
if you said ^w^jJ! with quiescence, without transfer, you 
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would find it sound manifestly heavy (Tsr)] : (2) %°^ |j^ 



£> 



This is a buttress, [where you say ^cs with Kasr of the 
* , and Damm of the c> (Tsr),] although the transfer leads 
to the formation joti [above] (Aud), because the Hamza 
is heavy ; and, when the preceding [letter] is quiescent, 
the utterance of the [quiescent (A)] Hamza is difficult 
(Tsr). The opinion of the KK [above] is that pause 
with transfer is allowable, whether the vowel be Fat ha, 
Damma, or Kasra, and whether the final be Hamza or 
any other letter ; so that, according to them, you say 
K^ya) ! ooK I saw the striking and U>J I o^U / saw the 
buttress ; while the opinion of the BB is that transfer is 
not allowable when the vowel is Fatha, except when the 
final is Hamza ; so that, according to them, SoJ\ out * 

is allowable, while v^^-oJ I [ v^ U ] is disallowed : but the 
opinion of the KK is better, because they have trans- 
mitted it from the Arabs (LA). Those who do not 
authorize Jixi [368], with Damma [on its first (Tsr)], and 
then Kasra [on its second (Tsr)], but assert that ju*> 
weasel is transferred from the v., do not allow transfer 
[of the vowel] in such as jiL by a lock, because, after 

9 

the transfer, it becomes J^aib with Damm of the <jf , and 
Kasr of the o : bat allow it in such as ^ko with 

slowness, because the final is Hamza (Aud); while 

77 a 
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unprecedentedness [of formation] in transfer from the 
Hamza is pardonable, because of the heaviness of the 
Hamza (Tsr). This is the dial, of many of the Arabs, 
among them Asad and [most of] Tamim (IY, A), who, in 
the case of [the n. whose final is] Hamza, make no distinc- 
tion between Fatha, and Damm or Kasr, of the initial; but 

say ylajJ\ !<X# This is slowness and fS hjJ\ ^ from 

slowness [642], .0 J I I Jjo This is the buttress [642] and 

<5<>L)b ^syjo I passed by the buttress, as they say 

jA^vjl !J^> This is the hidden [and (5 xiJL ^Co / 
passed by the hidden (M)] : and do not avoid reduction 
to the formation Joti , which has no precedent in the lan- 
guage, or Jk*5 , which has no precedent among ns.; because 
such a formation [here] is accidental, not the [original] 
formation of the word (IY). But some [of Tamim (M, 
A, Tsr), in the case of the n. whose final is Hamza (R),] 
flee [from the unprecedentedness (A, Tsr) effected by 
this transfer (A)] to [mobilization of the quiescent with 
the vowel of the vj , by (Tsr)] alliteration (M, SH, A,' 
Tsr) of [the vowel of] the £ to [that of] the *j (A), 
[i. e.,] of the transferred Damma to the Kasra of the vj , 
and of the transferred Kasra to the Damma of the o 
(MASH), making Kasra follow Kasra, and Damma 

follow Damma (IY, Jrb), as ^50 Zi I \&.& with two Kasras, 
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and JiJ I ^ with two Pamnias [642] (M, Jrb, MASH) : 
while some of them alliterate; but, after alliteration, 
change the Hamza [into a letter homogeneous with the 
alliterative vowel before it (Sn)], saying y^ ^ ^5^ !<X# 
This is a buttress with another to match it (A). And- 
similarly [they alliterate] in the case of the n. whose 
final is not Hamza (IY, R), though [Z or] IH does not 
mention it, the difference being that, in the case of the 
n. whose final is Hamza, the leading to a discarded 
formation is pardoned ; so that this is allowable, as allit- 
eration is allowable. The pause of the people of AlHijaz 
[642] is not mentioned by [Z or] IH in this section (R). 
When the vowel of the Hamza is transferred, the Hijazis 
elide the Hamza, pausing upon the bearer of its vowel, 
[i. e., potentially " the bearer", because actually it bears 
only quiescence (Sn)]; as it is paused upon, when inde- 
pendently entitled to possession of that vowel, [by reason 
of the vowel's orig. belonging to it (Sn)] : so that they 
say _AicJl \&s> This is the hidden, [with transfer and 
elision (Tsr),] pronouncing [the o (Tsr)] with quiescence, 
Raum, or Ishmam [658] (A, Tsr) ; or with any other 
[mode], subject to its conditions (A); or [rather (Sn)] with 
reduplication [642] (Tsr, Sn), but not transfer, according 
to the well-known dial. ; though in the dial, of Lakhm 
[below], respecting transfer to a mobile, its allowability 
is not improbable (Sn). But others than the Hijazis, 
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[when they transfer (Tsr),] do not elide the Hamza (A 7 
Tsr), because they are eager to keep the inflection from 
disappearing (Tsr). Transfer is authorized in the nom. 
and gen., by common consent (R). The Rajiz says 

pit ^U^I|TGf[498, 640], meaning p£l| (Mb); [and] 

the poet says 

JL^J I viJLb Jus! ^jL ^ I # ^^^ c^ ^>l (^5 v^-Ui 

/S ¥ Ae showed me an anklet upon her leg, and the heart 

bscame soft because of that anklet. Then said I, and 

hid not mine emotion from my companion, Now, by my 

father be the root of that leg {ransomed) !, meaning 

Jk^^J I and Jcs* J f [368] ; and, similarly (IY), the poet 

says 

-►acJ I Ljitf ^m, JlaJ I 5 ^ ^J f ^du^ ?5 Jj^ f b^i^O 

TAe strings of the bows and iAe hairy hands drove 
them, the arrows being sixty, as though they w$re 
live coals, meaning **&Jf and >*^Jt (M). As for the 
ace, (1) if the n. be pronounced with Tanwin, transfer 
is not authorized in it, except in the dial, of Rabfa 
[above], because of their eliding the Fatha also : (2) if it 
be not pronounced with Tanwin, transfer is (a) disal- 
lowed by S, who says " They do not say.yCJI ool^ ," 
[" because it is in the position of Tanwin " (S), which is 
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understood by R to mean] ".on the ground that the art. 
is accidental, the o. f. being Tanwln, so that the [n.] 
made (Let. by the art. is in the predicament of the [n.] 
pronounced with Tan win"; [and by IUK and others to 
mean that the ace. not pronounced with Tanwln is made 
to accord with the ace. pronounced with Tanwln, for the 
sake of uniformity] ; (b) allowed by others than S, 
because the ace. not pronounced with Tanwln is exactly 
like the nom. and gen. in the necessity for quiescence of 
the J . If, however, the final of the ace. not pronounced 
with Tanwln be Hamza, transfer is authorized in it, by 
common consent, because the Hamza [below], when 
quiescent, is imperceptible after the quiescent (R) : 
and the ace. pronounced with Tanwln is like the 
ace. not pronounced with Tanwln in allowability of 
transferring the vowel of its Hamza, although it is not 
exemplified by [R and] A (Sn). The majority hold that 
transfer is peculiar to the vowel of inflection ; so that 
Jlo ^ or Jou £y> [201] is not said, nor ^1 ^*a [206], 
because their eagerness for knowledge of the vowel of 
uninflectedness is not like their eagerness for knowledge 
of the vowel of inflection, [on account of the pre- 
eminence of the latter (Sn)] : but some of the moderns 
say that, on the contrary, the eagerness for [knowledge 
of] the vowel of uninflectedness i3 more strongly felt, 
because the vowel of inflection has something that indi- 
cates it, vid. the op. [1] (A). The s of the pron. is like 
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the Hamza [above] in ina perceptibility ; so that, when 
the letter before it is quiescent and sound, transfer of its 
Dainma to that quiescent is allowable, [as] in xJuo and 

&x* , for the sake of making the pamma plain (R). The 
poet [Ziyad al A'jam (S, 1Y)] says 

(S, Mb, M, K on IV.- 101, R, A) / marvelled (and 
fortune, much is its marvelling !) at an L Anazl that 
reviled me, while I smote him not (N), meaning 
&jwo I Ij (Mb, A, N), with quiescence of the o , and 
Damm of the s (N) ; and Abu -nNajm says 

T/ien bring this near, and remove this far (S, Mb, 

9 O «m / 

M), meaning xJU*\ (Mb, IY) ; and Tarafa says 

What detains me is a dwelling that I have stopped at, 
such that if I were to obey the prompting of my soul, 
1 should not quit it, where he is not obliged to restore 

the ^ [elided in -J ], when the * becomes mobile, because 
its vowel does not really belong to it, but is only the 
vowel of the a (Mb). And some of the Banii <Adi, of 
Tamlm, mobilize the letter before the s with Kasr, on 
account of the two quiescents, saying aocjwo She struck 
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him and ajdU /SAe said it ; but the first [mode, vid. 
transfer of the Damma from the a to the quiescent 
before it, as &aj>-o and &xJU> ,] is more frequent (R). 
Pause with transfer of the vowel to a mobile is [allow- 
able in (A)] the dial, of Lakhm [above] (A, Tsr), as in 

(A) Whose conforms to good in whit he has purposed, 
his efforts are praised, and his rectitude is known 
(MN), where the poet transfers the vowel of the 5 to the 
o , which was mobile (MN, Sn) before (Sn), orig. sjcoi 
(MN) : and, as an instance of this dial,, Jh cites the 
saying of some Rajiz 

auoiys itiji sbf <5 Z^ # feoJ&j Ijojui (jljuyi JK Lo 

Shaibdn ceased not to be strong in his throwing down, 
until his match came to him, and broke his neck, 
saying " He means ^2.^5 ; but, when he pauses upon the 
fc , he transfers its [vowel, vid. the (Jh)] Damma to the 
preceding ^ , which he then mobilizes (Tsr) with the 
vowel of the s " ( Jh). And another peculiarity of this 
>.dial. is pause upon the s of the 3rd pers. fern, by 
elision of the \ , and transfer of the Fatha of the a to the 
mobile before it, as in the saying 



> ° > • ~, 



Misfortunes that I toas fearing for, or on account of 
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Lakhm, meaning LgiU^I (A). And it is said in the 
Nihaya " For u^6 He struck him you say &^£ in 
poetry ; and the vulgar use it in prose " (Tsr). It is 
allowable to pause upon a single letter, like [the o and 
(MAR)] the aoristic letter, which is then conjoined with 
a Hamza followed immediately by an | ; but sometimes is 
restricted to the t : the poet says 

b ^1 ill ^AJt Jo ; t il ; # U ly& ^!, v^l^ ^b 

[/n return for good shall be good things (from me) ; 
and j if (what is done to me be) evil, then (its return 
shall be evil) ; anrf I mean not evil (for thee) , unless 

2 ** • 85 • o 

thou will evil (for me) (MAR)], i. e., y^i L.A ^t and 

^^ ^ • off «3 :£• *^ 

*l&3 ^1 iM : and it is sometimes related I U and I L> , as 
though another \ were added to the t , like the impletion 
of Fatha ; and then the first, being mobilized because of 
the two quiescents, were converted into Hamza, as in 
SbtS[665](R). 

§. 642. The Hamza is the remotest and faintest of 
the letters, because it proceeds from the farthest part 
of the throat [732] ; while pause causes the letter paused 
upon to become fainter than it is in continuity, because 
pause involves elision of the vowel that immediately 
follows the letter, making its sound plain ; so that, when 
Hamza is paused upon, it needs to be made plain. The 
Hamza paused upon is either lightened by conversion or 
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elision, which is the method of those who alleviate, 
[vid. the people of AlHijaz (MAR)] ; or sounded true, 
which is the method of others [641, 658]. The Hamza 
sounded true needs something to make it plain, because 
it remains, and is therefore faint, contrary to the 
lightened, The [Hamza] sounded true is preceded 
either by a quiescent [letter], or by a mobile. If the 
preceding [letter] be quiescent, you pause upon the 
Hamza with elision of its vowel in the nom. and gen., 
as you pause upon [the^ in] ^^ 'Amr and Jo Bakr : and 
here, besides quiescence, Raum or Ishmam occurs ; but 
not reduplication 640], Many of the Arabs, however, 
throw its vowel, oftener than the vowel of any other 
[letter], upon the preceding quiescent, because the 
Hamza, when it follows a quiescent, is fainter, since, the 
quiescent being faint, it is a faint [letter] after a faint ; 
whereas, when you mobilize the preceding [letter], that 
makes the Hamza plainer. Since, then, the Hamza is 
more in need of mobilization of the preceding [letter] 
than are the rest of the letters, because of its excessive 
feintness, they (l) throw its vowels upon the preceding 
[letter], whether the vowel be Fatha, Jpamnia or Kasra ; 
whereas they do not transfer the Fatha [641] of any 
other letter to what precedes it : (2) throw upon the 
preceding [letter] the Damma of the Hamza in the case 
of the triL pronounced with Kasr of the o , as o Iff ljuo 

78a 
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[641]; and its Kasra in the case of the triL pronounced 
with Damm of the o , as ^kJ t ^ [641] ; although, by 
this transfer, the two expressions are transformed into a 
discarded measure ; nor do they mind that, because this 
measure is a temporary accident, not the original consti- 
tution of the word : whereas that is not done by them in 
the case of any [final] other than Hamza; so that they do 
not say JJlc IiX# This is a counterpoise^ nor u«JI ^ys 

from the full-grown unripe dates. All of that [transfer 
of vowels] is because 'of their dislike that the Hamza 
should be quiescent when preceded by a quiescent. And, 
where the inflection is thus transferred to what precedes 
the Hamza, Raum and Ishmam do not occur, because 
they serve to make the vowel plain, while that is already 
realized by the transfer. But, even in the case of the 
Hamza, some of the Banu Tamlm avoid the two discard- - 
ed measures, notwithstanding their being accidental ; and 
therefore abandon transfer of the vowel in what leads to 
them, i. e., the triL pronounced with Kasr or Damm of 
the us ; but, in both [formations], make [the vowel of] 
the c imitate [that of] the o , in the three cases, 
[nom., ace, and gen.,] saying ykJ I kX*> , ^ia-J L^ o^", 
and jJaJ! v^ol^ ; and ^y! L\*> , KB^f^ «t»;/° > and 
^j>jT <^J>K [641], For, since they see that, in the 
gen. of %ks , and the nom. of ids * transfer leads 
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to the two discarded measures, they make [the 
vowel of] the g imitate [that of] the o in the gen. 
of %Sas , and in the nom. of *jk ; so that the nom. and 
gen. in both [formations] are the same ; and then, dislik- 
ing that the ace. should be different from the nom. and 
gen., they make [the vowel of] the £ imitate [that ofj 
the o in the three cases. And, besides quiescence, in 
these two [formations], where [the vowel of] the c is 
made to imitate [that of] the o , Raum and Ishmam 
occur, because they serve to make the vowel of the final 
plain ; and it, though transferred to the penultimate, is 
annulled by the alliteration of [the vowel of] the p to [that 
of] the o ; so that it needs to be made plain. Some of 
the Arabs are not content with making the Hamza plain, 
by means of what we have mentioned ; but seek more 
than that. They are of two kinds : — (1) some elide, and 
do not transfer, the vowel of the Hamza ; and afterwards 
convert the Harnza into an unsound letter homogeneous 
with its vowel, saying yUl Ij^p This is the braise 

o • * • Oqw Q O^O-O 9 Q** 

and jkJ! slowness and ^J| the buttress , and <cVW ^** 
and ^iaJL and ^oJ L , with quiescence of the c in the 

whole [of them] : while, in the acc> quiescence of the 
letter before the I not being possible, since the I occurs 

only after Fatha, they say liyfl v^oK and LiaJf and bJf 
[below], with transfer and conversion ; so that here the 
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Hamza is made plain by its conversion into | , as some 
make the I in i5 -Lj^ plain by its conversion into Hamza 
[643], because [here] the I preceded by a letter pronounc- 
ed with Fath is plainer than the Hamza preceded by a 
quiescent, as there the [Hamza] preceded by a mobile is 
plainer than the I : (2) some transfer the vowels to the 
£ in the whole [of these formations]; and afterwards 
regulate the Hamza, in respect of conversion, by the 
vowel of what precedes it, saying JxJ t IJud and yS J| and 

* "• 9 c -« 9 OSS' s O^o w -c 9 *"£s 

joJ\ , and (S JaJ b ^yo and ^S^J b and ^Jb , and vpo I v 
LkJt and u^JI and bJl [above]. This conversion, however, 
is not an alleviation of the Hamza, as in aj well, ^Chead\ 

O 9 

and )$*y* believer, because these Arabs are not among 
those who alleviate [658] ; but this conversion is because 
of their eagerness that the vowel of the letter paused 
upon should be made plain. Then those transferors of 
the vowel, who avoid the discarded measure with [reten- 
tion of] the Hamza [641], avoid that with conversion of 
the Hamza also; and say ^JoJT t<3^> and ^Jajf ooK 
and ^kJb ow* , and ^jyf Ijoa and ^o J| ooK and 
<5*> Jb \&sj* , making the ^ inseparable from the first 
[formation], and the <5 from the second. And, in 
the case of these [formations], whose J is converted 
into a soft letter, Raum and Ishmam do not occur, 
because the vowel was upon the Hamza, not upon 
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the soft letter, as was mentioned in the case of the 
* of femininization [640]. All of this is when the 
letter preceding the Haruza is quiescent. But, if it be 
mobile, as in Uo, young gazelle, **5l mushrooms, and 
i&\ [below], you pause upon such a formation as you 
pause upon J^ he-camel, J^>, man, and deliver, with- 
out conversion of the Hamza, because it is made plain 
by the vowel of the letter before it : so that here all the 
modes of pause [upon the mobile] occur, except redupli- 
cation [640] ; and except transfer, because of the mobility 
of the penultimate [641]. When the letter before the 
Hamza is pronounced with Fath, some of the Arabs, I 
mean, of those who sound [the Hamza] true, regulate it 
[in respect of conversion] by its own vowel, from eager- 
ness to make [the Hamza] plain, because they account 
the Fatha [on the penultimate], by reason of its lightness, 
to be like the non-existent, so that it does not serve to 
make [the Hamza] properly plain ; and therefore they say 
y)£}\ \&& This is fresh herbage, iUO! ojI x / saw fresh 

herbage, ts JXiL? ^yo I passed by fresh herbage, [with 

Fath of the J , and quiescence of the . and ^ (Sn),] con- 
verting the Hamza pronounced with Damm into » , the 
Hamza pronounced with Fath into f , and the Hamza 
pronounced with Kasr into ^ , because, after Fatha, the 
unsound letters are not considered heavy, when quiescent. 
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But, when the letter before the Hamza is pronounced 

with Damm, asin^Iri , or Kasr, as in Jxif [below], it 

is not possible to regulate the Hamza [in respect of con- 
version] by its own vowel, because the t does not occur 
after Damma or Kasra, nor the quiescent ^ after Damma, 
nor the quiescent ^ after Kasra; and moreover the 
Damma and Kasra [on the penultimate] manage to make 
[the Hamza] properly plain : so that they retain the two 

Hamzas in their [original] state, [saying y£\ and i js\ ] ; 
and do not convert them, as they convert the Hamza 
when the letter before it is pronounced with Fath. All 
of this is according to the method of those who sound 
the Hamza true. But, as for those who alleviate [it, vid. 
the Hijazis], they lighten it in the proper way [658J : 
so that, (1) if the preceding letter be quiescent, they 
transfer the vowel of the Hamza to the preceding [quies- 
cent] and elide the Hamza ; and afterwards elide the 
[transferred] vowel, on account of the pause, as v_*^vJt 
and oJ? and kllf ; and here quiescence, Raum, Ishmam, 
and reduplication [641] occur : while, in the ace. pro- 
nounced with Tanwin, the Tanwln is converted into I 

as Ik? cul; and Ijs and U^ : (2) if the preceding letter 
be mobile, the Hamza is regulated [in respect of conver- 
sion] by the vowel of the preceding [mobile], being 
[converted into] an \ in LkkvJl , in the three cases ; a ; in 
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yS\ ; and a^in ;5 J^I : and here only quiescence occurs ; 
not Raum or Ishmam, as we said in the case of the s of 
fernininization [640] ; while reduplication is impossible, 
because it occurs only in the sound [640] (R). The 
people of AlHijaz say yj3] the fresh herbage [and 
lk*Jf the fault (IY)] in [all (A)] the [three (M)] cases 
(M, A), because the Hamza is made quiescent by the 
pause, while the letter before it is pronounced with Fath ; 
so that it is [converted into I (IY),] like [the Hamza in] 

u*! v head [658] (M) and ^Li axe (IY), because they do 
not change the Hamza after a vowel, except into the 
[letter] homogeneous with it (A), i. e. 5 with this vowel 
(Sn): and [for that cause (A), by parity of reasoning 
(M), when the letter before it is pronounced with Damui 
or Kasr, it is converted into ^ or ^ , respectively ; so 

that (IY)] they say ^S\ for ^S\ [above] (M, A) ; and 

(5 Jj*t for ^^1 I give (M), from J^Jl Ui gave to the 

man, aor. *ajl$j , 1. q. sUa^t (IY); and cs JU^o for (S Xz+x> 

full (A) ; yS t being (IY) like &j^ pounce-box, and 
[ J& like (IY)] l^i wolf [658] (M). 



§. 643. The unsound n. is that which has for its final an 
unsound letter, vid. a ^ or & or I [697] ; and what precedes 
these letters is either quiescent or mobile (IY). When 
the final is unsound, and the penultimate is quiescent, 
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[which occurs, only with the ^ or ^ (IY),] like the final, 
of ^b gazelle [and (5 ^o 6oy (IY) , and of yi& bucket 

[and ^cXfr enemy, not with the I , because what precedes 
the I is always pronounced with Fath (IY)], it is [treated 
(IY)] like the sound (M) in pause, as it is treated in 
assumption of the vow r els of inflection [16, 720] : so that 
its predicament is like the predicament of the sound ; 
that being allowable in it which is allowable in the sound, 
and that being disallowed in it which is disallowed in the 
sound [640, 641]. But some of the Banu Sa'd substitute 
a _ for the double ^ in pause, because the ^ is faint : 
while it proceeds from the same outlet as the — [732] ; 
so that the — , but for its hardness, would be a ^ ; and 
the ^ , but for its softness, would be a _ : and therefore 
they say -£-^i for {S ^a^ Fulcaimz [311], ^»a»3 for <5 +a*3 
Tamimi, and ^JL& for JlLt All : the poet says v-jL^x (J 
^Jl[694], meaning ^JU and ^J b (IY). [When the 
penultimate of the unsound n. is mobile, the n. is 
defective or abbreviated.] When the defective [16] 
is paused upon, its ^ must be expressed in three 
eases, (1) when it is curtailed of the o , as when 
you use the aor. of ^ fulfilled or ^c£ stored up 
as a [proper] name, in which case you say [in the 
nom. (Tsr)] ^ ItXtf This is Yajl and ^ I d& This 
is Ya% [and in the gen. gbJ &>jjj> I passed by 
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Tajl and (j ^1j by Ya { l (Tsr),] with expression [of the & 
in the nom. and gen. of both (Tsr)], because their o. f. is 
^j and ^jj [482, 644, 699]; and then their o is elided, 

[on account of its occurrence between a & pronounced 
with Fath and a Kasra (Tsr)] ; so that, if their J were 
elided [in pause (Tsr)], such elision would be a mutila- 
tion [of them, since none of their rads. would remain, 
except a single quiescent letter (Tsr)] : (2) when it is 
curtailed of the c , as in yo act. part, of ^f shewed : for 

9 o > 9 o > 

its o. j. is ^>jjo , on the measure of ^.ja ; and then the 
vowel of its c, vid. the Hamza, is transferred to the , [before 
it, which is quiescent, sound (Tsr)] ; and afterwards the 
Hamza is dropped (Aud), for the sake of alleviation [658] ; 
and the n. then subjected to the same alteration as ^li 
(Tsr), its ^5 being elided, because of its concurrence, 
when quiescent, with Tanwin (Sn) : and the & , [which 
is its J (Tsr),] may not be elided in pause, because of 
what we have mentioned (Aud), vid. the mutilation of 
the word from the elision of its £ and its J , and [from] 
its being left with a single quiescent rad. (Tsr) ; so that 

you say ^y> \<x& This is a shezver (IA, A) : (3) when 
it is an ace, whether it be pronounced with Tanwin, as 
in Loujo Li*-** uM LL, III. 190. Our Lord, verily 

we have heard a summoner ; or not, as in ^Jdl fSt ^T 

79 a 

Digitize* 
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^tycJl LXXV. 26. Not so, when it, [i. e., the soul (K, 
B),] reaches the highest parts of the breast (Aud) ; so 
that, in pause, the <^ must be expressed in both [exs., as 

GjlLo and ^IvXJl ], because it is fortified [against elision] 
in the first by the t of the Tan win, and in the second by 
J! (Tsr), As for the ace, in it the defective is like the 
sound [640], because the vowel [of inflection] is affixed 
to it in the ace. : so that, if it be not pronounced with 
Tanwin, its ^ is made quiescent, as ^oUJ| v^ok I saw 
the judge ; and, if it be pronounced with Tan win, an t is 
substituted for its Tan win, as LusU ojK I saw a judge 
(Jrb). If, however, the defective be a nom. or gen., its 
<5 may be expressed [in pause because it is expressed in 
continuity, and nothing has arisen to necessitate its 
elision (Tsr)] ; or elided (Aud), to distinguish between 
continuity and pause (Tsr). But, in the [defective] 
pronounced with Tanwln, [there is a dispute as to which 
of the two modes is preferable : and, according to S 
(Tsr),] the preferable [mode] is elision, as ^U I Jo& This 

is a judge and yJ>\Jb ovuo I passed by a judge (Aud) ; 
This is the opinion of S and the moderns, because the & 
is not expressed in continuity ; so that, when pause upon 
the defective is intended, its vowel and its Tanwln are 
elided, by analogy to the sound : and because, pause 
being the place of rest, it is not fitting that what is nob 
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found in continuity should be put in it : so says YS (Sn) : 
[or] because the Tanwln* which is the necessitating cause 
of elision [16], is constructively remaining (Jrb, Fk). 

But [^oli | jja and ^uu ^>* are allocable, with expres- 
sion of the <5 , which is preferred by Y ; and, in accord- 
ance therewith (Tsr),] Ibn Kathir reads ^oU> ^ UJj 
XIII. 8. And every people hath a guide, ^ ^gj Loj 

O 9 

^Ij ^ &3^o XIII. 12. ^Tbr fta^e *Aey, beside Him, 
any protector (Aud), and ^-L adJl j^Lt L^ XVI. 98. 
[2], with expression of the ^ in [all of] them (Tsr) ; 
[for] some do not elide it, from regard to the fact that 
Tanwln is not in the word (Jrb). And in the [defective] 
not pronounced with Tanwln, [vid. the synarthrous 
(Tsr),] the preferable [mode] is expression [of the ^ 
(Tsr)], as ^UlM ltX# This is the judge and ^UJL ^^o 
J passed by the judge (Aud). But pause with elision is 
allowable, as ^IxM ! <X# and ^Ckl b ^»po ; and, in accord- 
ance therewith is the pause of the majority [of the 
Readers] upon JlJoJI and J$UcJ| in jUoJ? l^fi\ XIII. 
10. The Great, the High [645] and JiUlT^ JjJuJ XL. 
15. That He, [or it, or he (K, B),] may give warning 
of the day of meeting, [i. e., of resurrection (K, B),] 
where Ibn Kathir pauses with [expression of] the & , 
according to the preferable mode. The argument of 
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those who, in the state of pause, express the & In the" 
[defective] pronounced with Tanwin is that its elision is 
allowable only on account of the Tanwin [16] ; while in< 
pause there is no Tanwin, so that the & must return. 
And the argument of those who elide it in the [defective] 
not pronounced with Tanwin is that the pause is assumed 
to be upon the indet., with elision of the ^ and Tanwin ; ; 
and the art, to be then prefixed to it, after elision of the, 
^5 . But the argument of the first is stronger (Tsr). The 
[defective (Tsr)] not pronounced with Tanwin is of four 
sorts (A, Tsr), (1) that whose Tanwin falls oft* because' 
of the prefixion of Jl [609] (Tsr), [i. e.] the synarthrous 
(A), which has been mentioned above (Tsr) : (2) that 
whose Tanwin falls off because of its being put into the voc. 
[48], as in ^Ls L O judge, in which case expression 
[of the (5 ] is adopted by Khl, [whose opinion is preferred 
by others than S (A),] because elision is allowed [by the 
GG (Sn)], but is not frequent (A, Tsr), so that it is, 
outweighed by the frequency [of the alternative mode, 
i. e., expression] (A) ; while elision is adopted by Y t 
[whose opinion is preferred by S (A),] because the voc. 
is the place of elision (A, Tsr) and alteration (Fk), for 
which reason curtailment is introduced into it [58] (A), 
while there is no mutilation of the word here (Fk) : (3) 
that whose Tanwin falls off because of diptote declension 

[17], in which case, if it be an ace, as ^tj& ciol . I saw 
maidens [18]> it is paused upon with expression of the 
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y , [necessarily (Sn)J as above mentioned, in [the" 
discussion of pause upon] the [defective when it is an] 
ace. (A, Tsr) ; while, if it be a nom. or gen., it is said 
in the Ham' that expression and elision are allowable, 
but that the chaster [mode] is expression (Sn) : (4) that 
whose Tan win falls off because of prothesis [110, 609], 

as in «Xo ^ ^ e J uc ^9 e °f ^ a kka, in which case, 
[when it is paused upon (A),] the two modes allowable 
in the case of the [defective] pronounced with Tan win 
are allowable, because, say they, when the prothesis 
ceases by reason of the pause upon the defective, then 
what went away [from it] because of the prothesis, vid. 
the Tan win, returns to it ; so that what is allowable in 
the case of the [defective] pronounced with Tanwin is 
allowable in its case (A, Tsr). As for the abbreviated 
[16, 326], which is that \injl. n.] whose final is an I , it 
is of two kinds, triptote and diptote. The | of the 
triptote [pronounced with Tanwin] falls off in continuity, 
because of its quiescence and the quiescence of the 

Tanwin after it, as ^ L> ^^ L-s sjac This is a staff 
and a mill-stone, O youth : but, when you pause, the I 
returns ; and the pause is upon it, contrary to the ^ of 
^iS" [above], as L^tl sj^ This is a staff, 1^1 ^oK I saw 
a staff, and Lsju ^yo I passed by a staff, because of 
the lightness of the I (IY). The abbreviated pronounced 
with Tanwin is paused upon with the ! (Jrb, MN, A, 
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Tsr), which must be expressed, in the three cases (Tsr)/ 

as ^i v^oK 7 saw a youth [below] (MN, A). The GGr 
dispute about this \ (IY, R). As to this ! there are 
three opinions, (l) that it is a subst. for the Tanwin, 
in the three cases (MN, A, Tsr), the elision of the 
converted I [326, 684, 719] in continuity being adopted 
as a concomitant of pause (A, Tsr) : this is the opinion of 
Akh, Fr, and Mz [below] (MN, A, Tsr) ; and is under- 
stood from the language of 1M here, [" Make Tanwin 
after Fath into an I " (IM),] because the Tanwin is after 
a Fatha (A) : (2) that it is the converted f , in the three 
cases ; that the Tanwin is elided ; and that, when it is 
elided, the ! returns : this is transmitted from IA1, Ks, 
and [the KK ; and is adopted by (MN, A)] IK and Sf 
[below] (MN, A, Tsr), and reported by IBsh to be held 
by S [below] and Khl (A, Tsr) ; and is adopted by IM 
in the Kafiya : " and", says he in the CK, " this opinion 
is confirmed by the existence of readings with Imala of 
the t in pause, [as in ^lU* LXXV. 36. neglected, with 
Imala, in the reading of Hamza and Ks (Sn] ; and by 
the t s s being accounted a rhyme-letter" (MN, A); 
whereas the subst. for the Tanwin is not suitable for 
that (A), i. e., for Imala and the rhyme-letter (Sn) : and 
[ITJK says that (MN)] the ex. of its being accounted a 
rhyme-letter is the saying of the Rajiz [Ash Shammakh 
(MN)] 

- 
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Verily thou, Ibn Ja'far art one of whom it is said 
"Most excellent is the youth!", and the best of them 
for a nightly visitor, when he comes. And many a 
guest, that has visited the tribe in (the time of) 
journeying by night, has found provisions and tid- 
ings, what he has desired!, or and some tidings that 
he has desired ! (MN, A), where the evidence is in <*^w 
(MN, Sn), because ^ww is pronounced with Tanwln 
(MN) ; not in xiJf [below], because it is not pronounced 
with Tanwln (Sn) : (3) that the abbreviated is judged by- 
comparison with, [i. e., analogy to (Sn),] the sound, the 
I in the ace. being a subst. for the Tanwln, and in the 
nom. and gen. a subst. for the J of the word : this is the 
opinion of S [below] (MN", A, Tsr), as reported by most 
(A, Tsr) ; and [is said to be the opinion (A, Tsr)] of the 
great majority of GG (MN, A, Tsr)]; and is adopted 
by F [below] (MN, A), except in the Tadhkira, where 
he takes to agreement with Mz [above] (A). But what 
is [last] ascribed to S is not intelligible from his language, 
since he says " As for the t that goes aw r ay in continuity, 
it is not elided in pause, because the Fatha and the t are 
lighter. Do you not see them flee to the I from the . or 
^5 preceded by a letter pronounced with Fath [684]? 
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And sometimes they flee to it from the [ . or ^ ] pre- 
ceded by a letter pronounced with Kasr, as Lc^ and li* " 
(R) and Lg.> (S, IY), for [ ^j and] ^^ and ^3 (IY). 

And he also says that they lighten tX^d^ [368, 408] and 

tUxi [368, 468, 482] by eliding the vowel of their g s ; 

° * ** 
but do not elide the vowel of the e in Jl^ he-camel 

(R), because of the lightness of Fatha (IY). Sf [above} 

says, which is the truth, " This passage indicates that 

the opinion of S is that the f , which is expressed in 

pause, is the very one which was elided in continuity". 

The meaning, I say, of S 's language is (1) that, when 

you say ^U ttX# and \j6\Jb <zjsja [above], you elide in 
pause the ^ that you elided in continuity on account of 
the two quiescents [16]; although one of the two quies- 
cents, vid. the Tanwln, has disappeared ; and that because 
its disappearance is accidental : while, if the & and Kasra 
were not elided in pause, the word, in the state of pause, 
would remain of a heavy aspect, according to them ;" 
although it would be lighter than it is in continuity, 
because the ^ , in every state, is lighter than Tanwln : 
but (2) that, in the abbreviated, you restore in pause, in 
the three cases, the I elided on account of the two 
quiescents, because the last quiescent, vid. the Tanwln, 
has disappeared, [such restoration being] because the f 
js lighter than every [other] light [letter]. In the 
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abbreviated, then you consider the disappearance of the 
Tanwin, notwithstanding its being accidental, because 
,the consideration of it conduces to making the state of 
pause the lightest possible. But, in the defective, you 
do not consider that accidental [disappearance of Tanwin], 
because the consideration of it would conduce to making 
£the word in] the state of pause assume a heavy aspect. 
And you see how general — in the nom., acc n and geiu 
— S makes the restoration of the I , which is the J , 
because, in the three cases, it is elided on account of the 
two quiescents. Nor does the language of S convey, 
directly or indirectly, what was [last] attributed to him ; 
but what was [there] attributed to him is [really] the 
opinion of F [above] in the Takmilat (R) alldah (HKh), 
The fruit of this dispute appears in parsing : for, on the 
theory that the I is a subst. for the Tanwin, the abbrevi- 
ated is infl. with vowels assumed upon the I elided 
because of the concurrence of two quiescents ; and, on 
the theory that the I is converted from the [ . or] ^ , 
the abbreviated is infl. with vowels assumed upon the 
[ I ] present, because it is then the seat of inflection 
(Sn). As for the abbreviated stripped of Tanwin, like 
<5 JU1 higher and ^XJJ\ the youth [above], the I in pause 
is the ong that was in it in continuity, without dispute ; 
and is sometimes elided by poetic license, as 

SO a 
i - 
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[645, 648] (R), by Labid [Ibn Rabfa al'Amirl (MN)], 
When a clan of Lukaiz was present, the kinsfolk of 
MarjUm, and the kinsfolk of Ibn AlMu l all<%i where 
he elides the doubling and the f in pause (MN, MAR) ; 
[for] IM goes on to say [in the CK] " There is no dispute 
that, in pause, the form of the abbreviated not pro-" 
nouneed with Tanwln is like its form in continuity ; and 
that its I is not elided, except in poetic license, as in 
pi\ Jua2£ [above], meaning ^^JU^Jt^l" (A). As for 
the diptote, like ^JC** and ^JL^ [18, 272], and what has 
no Tanwln affixed to it, like UkJI and U^jJI [16, 826], its. 
I , vid. the original t , which was [sounded] in continuity* 
is retained, because there is no Tanwln in it , for which 
the I might be a subst. (IY). The ! paused upon has 
[four] dial, vars., (1) retention of its form ; which is. tha 
best known dial.; (2) conversion into & , because ^5 is 
plainer than I ; which is the dial, of Fazara and somQ 
of Kais : (3) conversion into ^ , because y is plainer than 
,5 ; which is the dial, of some of Tayyi : (4) conversion 
into Hamza [642], because H^mza is the sister of 
the I [732], and is the plainest of all the lotters ; Ayhich 
also is the dial, of some of Tayyi, in whose dial, allevi- 
ation [of the Hamza] is not founfl [658]. And, in [the 
last three of] them, the conversion may be either from 
the original ! , or from the I substituted for the Tanwln, 
according to the different opinions before mentioned 
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(itsr), S transmits, in pause, (1) iU^ 54X50 This is a 
pregnant (female), with the Hamza, meaning ^^-L^t 
(2) iL^ <io Is / saw a ??ia 71 [below], meaning iL>% , 
where the Hamza in iLL is a subst. for the I , which 
is a compensation for the Tanwin in pause [640] 5 not a 
subst. for the Tanwin itself. And one confirmation of 
the statement that the Hamza in iL=^ is substituted for 

the 1 , not for the Tanwin, is that you say iL^ v*uK 
/ saw a pregnant (female), pronouncing with Hamza, 
although there is no Tanwin in it ; and for that reason 

A '9 * ' • 9 - . 

Tgjk«fi y& He strikes her [below] is transmitted (IY)* 

Conversion of the I [substituted for the Tanwin (Jrb)] 

into Hamia, [as in 5L>x 00k (Jrb),] is [of] weak 

[authority] : as [likewise (Jrbj] is conversion of every 

[other (R)] I (SH) into Hamza (Jrb), whether it be for 

• ° 9 
femininization, aS in {S ^» (R> Jrb) ; or co-ordination, 

as in ^jjw [2?3, 375] (R) ; or anything else (R, Jrb), as 
in ULc (Jrb), [and] as in l^y^> [above], where some of 
the Arabs convert it into Hamza (R). And so is 
conversion of the I of [femininization in (Jrb)] such as 
<5 JLa» into Hamza, or ^ , or & (SH), where IH's saying 
" Hamza" is not needed, with his [previous] saying 
tl conversion of every |" into Hamza (R). All of this is 
in pause : for, when you continue, you say C LjjwoJ 1& 
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fjbo He strikes Tier r O fellow, and ^xf (5 JLw> ooK 1 saw 
a pregnant (female) yesterday (IY). 

§. 644. The v. is of two kinds, sound [in the final], 
and unsound. The sound is paused upon as the n. is 
paused upon ; so that quiescence, Ishmam, Raum, and 
reduplication [640] are permissible in it, because the 
cause is one (IY). Pause (I) upon the ind, and subj~ 
of the v. r whose J is unsound, is with retention of it& 
finals [without elision (IY)], as, [in the' ind. (I Y) r ] JJu^ 
Me raids, ^o He throws [645] (M) r and {S ^S He 
dreads ; and similarly,, in the s?ibj., ^xj £} He shalF 
not raid, ^o JjJ He shall not throw, and* &^yj ^f 
He shall not dread i (a) the v. has naTanwln affixed to 
it, necessitating^ elision, as in found in the n. [640] : ano- 
ther efbre its state in pause is conformable to its state? 
in continuity, where you say, m the ind. } ^l* u •Uu yo^ 
and ^cl G ^o and ^ci G ^x^scu fie raids, and throws r 
and dreads* youth ; and, in the $&&/.,, ^xi U .Ub ^ 
and ^ G ^vJ Jp and ^ G (5 ^^ J^J fie sAaW not 
raid,, and throw, and dread, O youth [404] : but r whea 
you pause, you make [the final] quiescent (IY) : (2) 
upon its apoc. and imp. r is [in two- modes (IY)J (a) 
with affixion of the a , [which is the better mode (IY) r J 
as„[in the apoc. (IY)J ^iS p He did not raid [below]. 
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joewj £f i?e rfzd «o£ throw, and x£-*cl> IJ Z7e rfz'a tco£ 
dread (M), oriflf. ^ fJ [404], £ p , and JJsS p (IY) ; 
and [similarly, in the imp. (IY),] ayit Raid thou [below], 
**J Throw thou, and au*i*t Dread thou (M), orz#. ytf 
[431], *x! , and yic^t : (a) the J s aie elided [in the apoc.'] 
because of the apoeopation ; while the vowels before 
them remain, indicating the elided [letter] ; the Damma, 
Fatha, and Kasra being an indication of the elided y f \ 9 
and ,5 , respectively : and similarly in the imp.: but, when 
the v. is paused upon, elision of the vowels is entailed, 
since pause is only with quiescence, not upon a vowel ; 
so that, grudging that pause should take away the 
vowels, and thus the indicator and the indicated should 
[both] be removed, they affix the s of silence [below 7 ] to 
them, in order that the pause may fall upon it with 
•quiescence, and the vowels be preserved [648] (IY) : (b) 
[with quiescence (IY),] without a s , as yu p [below], 
f ^> p , [and JJaS p (IY)] ; and ^l\ [below], ^Jl , [and 

^ji^l (IY)] ; except in what is reduced, by omission 
of the a , to a single letter ; for here affixion [of the s 
"(IY)] is necessary, as *3 Guard thou y [imp. of ^. 9 

' aor. ^ (IY),] and lj See thou [615] (M), in order that 
'the quiescence may fall upon it, and the vowel be 
preserved (IY). One peculiarity of pause is the import- 
ation- of -the s of silence [615, 646] (Aud), to- enable the 
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Vowel to remain in pause, as the conj. Hamza is imported* 
to enable the quiescent to remain in beginning [667, 
668]. It is named " the h of silence " because the silencd 
falls Upon it, not Upon the final of the Word (Tsr). And 
it has three positions. One of them is the v. altered by 
elision of its final, whether the elision be (1) for apocopa-* 
tion, as in *yu p [above], &Aisu p , and ^^o p : (a) 
hence kaawXj p II. 261. [647] (Aud), according to the 
saying that it is from *JLw year, sing, of (jy*» [284], 

9 C x *" * 

and that its J is an elided ^ ; the o. /. being yX*»£> ; but 
the j being converted into I because mobile and preceded 
by a letter pronounced with Fath [684, 719] ; and the f 
elided on account of the apocopative [404] ; and then the 
s of silence affixed in pause : which is the opinion 
adopted by Mb (Tsr) : or (2) on account of uninflected- 
ness (Aud), as in the imp. v. } according to the saying 
of the BB [431] (Tsr), as l^k\ [above], vjLL\ 9 and 
*ojt : (a) hence s<Xtft ^Idc^i VI. 90. [647] (Aud), 
imp. of &&&> , the * in it being for silence, quies- 
cent (Tsr), on account of pause (K, B). The * [of 
silence (Tsr)] in all of that is allowable, not neces- 
sary (Aud) : you [may] say in pause yu p [above], 
yi^u J , and *o |J , and y*\ [above], jz,^ , and ^j , 
without the & of silence ; and this is the dial, of some 
of the Arabs : S says (Tsr), IIU and Y told us that 
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(S, Tsr) ; but this dial, is the rarer of the two dials. 
[615] (S). And the * is not necessary (Tsr), except in 
one case, vid. when the v. [subjected to elision (Tsr)] 

remains with one letter, like the imp. of ^^ , aor. 
^J [482, 643, 699], where you say lz (Aud), with 
elision of its \J and its J , as in its aor, apoc; 
and with importation of the » of silence, necessarily, 
in order that you may not be obliged to begin with 
a quiescent, or to pause upon a mobile (Tsr). And 
similarly, says IM [in the Alftya and elsewhere, 
following others (Tsr)], when the v. [after elision (Tsr)] 
remains with two letters, one of which is aug. y [because 
the v. then remains with one rad. (MKh),] as xxj p 
He did not collect : but this [that IM says (Tsr)] is 
refuted (1) by the common consent of the Muslims that 
pause upon such as Jl p^ XIX. 20. [450] and <ji,j^ 
XL.* 9. And whomsoever Thou shalt guard is with 
omission of the 5 (Aud), from fear of confusion with the 
ace. pron.\ although the Author of the Aud, in his 
Commentary on the KN, agrees with IM, and professes 
to accept his theory (Tsr) : and (2) by the fact that the 
s is not necessary in the Lo governed iq. the gen. by a 
p., because the p. becomes like part of the Lc , as will 
be shown [648] ; while the aoristic letter's being like 
part [of the v.] is stronger (MKh). [The other two 
positions of the s of silence will be found in §. 648.] 
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§, 645. S says (R), The whole of what is not elided, 
and of what should preferably not be elided [below], 
in [continuous] prose, is [allowably (R)] elided in 
terminations of yersicles (S, R), as in ~**j 16! JJJu I , 
LXXIX. 3. [below], £j Uf U XVIII. 63. FP/W 

we were desiring, jLuJ! ^ XL. 34. The day of 
calling, one to another, [i. e., the day of resurrec- 
tion, when some of them shall call to others for help 
(B),] and JL^T^XJ! XIII. 10. [643] (S) ; and in 
rhymes (S, R), as in the saying of Zuhair ^dtf^JLL 

pj\ v^aJU* U [below] (S) He intends by " prose " 
[above] what has no pause in it : and by " terminations 
of versicles " the extremities of verses, and the breaks 
in speech (R), an expository coupling, meaning that 
what is intended by the " extremities " is the endings, 
not the beginnings (MAR). But ns. are more fit [than 
vs.~\ to suffer [such] elision, since, in them, elision occurs 
otherwise than in terminations df versicles and in rhymes 
[below] (S). S means [by "what is not elided"] the 
quiescent • and ^ in [the ind. of] the defective v., as 
*yib and ,5*;?. [644], which are not elided in pause, 
because their elision is not authorized in continuity, lest 
the ind. be confounded with the apoc. [below], except 
as a poetic license ; or as a quasi-anomaly, like their 
saying ot ^ / shall not know, [transmitted by Khl 
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and S (K on XI. 107),] and the texts XVIII. 63. [above] 

and y*^ jJJo ^ aLs ^ XL 107. On the day, when 

it shall come, no soul shall speak (R),the latter being 
read by Ibn A^mir, 'Asira, and Hamza with elision of the 
(5 , because the Kasra is considered sufficient without it 
(B) ; [or as a dialectic peculiarity, since Z says that] 
elision of the <* , because the Kasra is considered sufficient 
without it, is frequent in the dial, of Hudhail (K on 

off S 

XL 107) : while [in most dials."] they do nut say +J[ $ 

I shall not throw. This* is as they say Juv db J 
Zaid was not [450] ; but not **> *J , in the sense of 

^^j J zoas not mean. When, however, the ^ and ^ 
mentioned occur in terminations of versicles, in continu- 
ity,, it is allowable to elide them, contenting oneself with 
the vowel of the preceding [letter], as in y^ fj>l JudJU 
LXXIX. 3. [319], for observance of homogeneity 
and conformity (R) with, what precedes and follows 
.them (MAR). And it is necessary to elide them, when 
you pause upon those terminations of versicles, whose 
J s are elided in continuity. And similarly, in rhymes, 
they are often elided, for conformity, not for pause; 
although they are not elided [in poetry] for pause 
otherwise than in rhymes. It is therefore established 
that what is not elided otherwise than in terminations 

of versicles, and in rhymes, is elided in them. The 

81a 

c 
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poet [Zuhair, praising Harim Ibn Sinan alMunl (IY, 
AKB, MAR) for decision, and execution of his resolve 
(IY)J says 

(R) And assuredly thou cuttest out what thou hast 
measured ; while some people measure, and then cut 



"*■* 



not out (AKB, MAR) ; or, in another version, ^vAj dMj 
j^Jl oJLl^ Co And I see thee cut out what thou hast 
measured ; etc. [above] (MAR) : which is thus recited 

[ yJu> ], with the s made quiescent, and the rhyme 
bound. S 's saying " and what should preferably not 
be elided " [above] means the defective n., as ^Uuf 

[643], the ^5 of which is sometimes, though rarely, elided 
in continuity, otherwise than in terminations of versicles 

and in rhymes [above], as ^^W ^ ^y oLuJI ^ 
[below] (R), fragments of two separate texts, XL. 34. 
[above] and XL. 16. [l], which R, as appears from 
his language, supposes to be one sentence (MAR), 

and v^lLwtj ;;J^ ^/y^^ u^; XXXIV. 12. And 
bowls like huge watering-troughs [149], and cooking- 
pots standing firmly (R), read with elision of the 
^ [from ^Ij^jJt ], the Kasra being considered sufficient, 
like LIV. 6. [640] (K), because it is not liable to 
be mistaken for an apoc. [above]. In terminations of 
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versicles, then, elision of its J in continuity is better 
than elision of the ^ of such as ^o [above], because 
the J of such as ^Ul the throtoer is elided in con- 
tinuity, otherwise than in terminations of versicles, 

without anornalousness, as ^;Y>L? *# *^ oujJI *^> 
[above] ; while the ^ of such as ^eo is not elided, 
In the like [position], except anomalously, as we have 
mentioned. And, when you pause upon the defective 
n. whose J is elided in continuity, elision of the J is 
necessary. But, when you pause upon the defective 
n. whose J is retained in continuity, elision of its J is 
allowable, not necessary : S says (R), Retention of the 
2 s and <5 s [in the like (R)] is the more regular of the 
two modes of speaking (S, R); but this [elision] is 
allowable, [good] Arabic, frequent (S). The t , however, 
is not elided, either in terminations of versicles, or in 

rhymes [below], except by poetic license, as in +JLI* k&y 

#J\ [643], because of the lightness of the | , and the 
heaviness of the ^ and & . S uses language whose 
meaning is that, in rhymes, you elide the rad. y and ^ 
in imitation [of the elision] of the aug. ^ and ^ following 
pamma and Kasra, and resembling the . and ^ in the 
pause of the Azd of AsSarat [640]. He means that you 
elide the ^ from ^Jb [above] in imitation of the ' 
elision of the & in the preceding verse, vid. ^suf lo5* ' 
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vp.J| [193]; so that, since elision of the & of ^tWl is 
allowed, because it is like [the ^ in] the pause of the 
Azd of AsSarat in igy+%* c^y° [640], the rad. & imitates 
it in elision, since the rhymes must preceed uniformly : 
and similarly with the ^ , as in the saying [of Zuhair 
(Jh, MAR)] 

• © >- *"■ 4 - *" *tf * ' # Ss ' O ' 9 6 9 O **s 

J^tJ L*j j+J U yo\ yk^O ^£. # LoLi* ^A*"* <5^*" &" O^lXSj 

[When I was } in relation to Salmdb, during eight 
years, on the verge of a matter not bitter, and not 
sweet (MAR)], where you allow elision of the ^ , though 
it is rad., because, when you intend binding [the rhyme], 
you elide the aug. ^ arising, on account of the unbinding, 

9 O *" 

in Jj&)| in the preceding verse 

[ilfy /26ar£ Aas recoverd from its passion for Salmd, 
when it was near being inconsolable ; and AtTa l anik 
and Ath Thilcl have become empty of Salmd, (MAR)]; 
while this aug. ^ is elided only because it is assimilated 
to the aug. } in the dial, of the Azd of AsSarat in 
jdov (5^^ Zaid came to me [640]. The I , however; 
is not elided in rhymes [above] (R) : you say 

*"©*' o C5^y *?*«*• o ' * S' ' <>9 9 9 & *o * yO* 9 OS s 

Ldxj a^!^ Laju v^lii+i # ^^ U^<^' 5 <55)' <&S$b 

(S, R), by Ru'ba Ibn Al'Ajjaj— so says IBr (MN), 
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I lent' to Arwd, token debts were being discharged .- 
Then she put off payment of part, and paid part 
(MN, N), because the I paused upon, in such as |ju\ , is 
not elided in the best-known [dial.], as the ^ and ^ 
arising, in pause, in the dial, of the Azd of AsSarat 
[€40], are elided by most of the Arabs (R); and there-^ 
fore, as the ! of Ld*j is not elided, so the I of cS *a&> 
[below] is not elided (S). S says (R), The elision of the 
^5 of [such as (R)] v5 -a5j , [and of the ^ of such as ^Ju , 
in rhymes (R),] induces many of Kais and Asad to elide' 
the j and ^ that are [the sign of (S)] the pron.: though 
neither of them is so often elided as the ^ of ^jm 

(S, R), and the ^ of ^Jo , because they are [entire] 
words (R), since they occur in the sense of ns. (S) ; and 
are not [mere] letters (S ; R), founded upon what precedes 
them ; so that they are on a par with the s in 

O, / marvel at Fortune, when its ways are diverse ! 
(S). The verse 

^juo u ,jjuJ | slj^ Juu^of jj # p~S J:5 r :> * ^Ir^l *^' ***** ^ 
[Ze£ GW not curse, or destroy, brethren that I have 
left, not knowing, after the morn of separation, what 
they have done ! (MAR), meaning lytlo (S),] is recited 
(S, R), by some of the Arabs that I have heard repeat- 
ing this poem (S), with elision of the ; [of the.^. 

Digit ?< 
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(MAR)], and quiescence of the g (R) : and ['Antara 
says (S)] 

(S, R) Aowze of'Abla in AlJiwd, speak, and tell me 
of thine immates, what they have done. And be thou 
pleasant at morn, home of'Abla, and be safe! (EM), 

meaning ^JUo [and (5 4-L w |^ ] (S), [AVhich] also is recited 
with [elision of the ,5 and (MAR)] quiescence of the * 
(R); and AlKhuzaz Ibn Laudhan says 

^^^oG U?«-j^ .^X-LjIaw o»*o ,jt ^jc IoXj ^& *Lo« (3£&tJ I ^Ji^> 

[187], meaning ts ^J>l$ (S). But the I [of the pron. 
(R)] in [such as (R)] 

[recited to us by Khl (S), My two friends, fly with 
separation, or fall, or, in one MS, Us stop (MAR),] 

s Of 

is not elided (S, R), as it is not elided from c5 -^Ju [above] 
(S), because of what we have mentioned (R), vid. that 
the \ paused upon, in such as |Jov , is not elided in the 
best-known [dial.] (MAR). I do not know any instance 
where the » of the pron. is elided in terminations of 
versicles, as it is in rhymes ; but the & of the pron. is 
glided in terminations of versicles, as XXIX. 56. [420] 
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§. 646. When the ^ of fernininization is paused 
upon, the va> is kept, [being preserved from conversion 
here ^Tsr),] if it be attached to (1) a p. [263, 402], as in 
v^S [263, 402, 540] (Aud), v^J [505], and v^JUJ [537] 
(Tsr) : (a) v^ [109] is paused upon, by Ks [alone (Tsr)], 
with the s (A, Tsr), irregularly (Tsr) ; and, by the 
remainder [of the Seven Readers], with the & : (b) IM 
says in the CK " In my opinion, it is allowable to pause 
with the a upon c^ and o^ # , by analogy to their saying 
s5 in the case of \^f " (A) ; but this is open to the ob- 
jection that (Sn) the [similar] saying of AH " As for 
oos , vsfc*3 , and oJjJ , they are commonly regarded as 
analogous to ^ , so that they are paused upon in both 
modes," is refuted, because (Tsr) pause upon ^ with 
the i is not regular, and (Sn) what is irregular is not to 
be copied (Tsr, Sn) : (2) a v. [263, 402, 607], as in Ui 
She stood (Aud) and v&>Jui5 She sat : (a) the i~> is kept, 
in the p. and v., from fear of confusion with the pron. 
in &j) [168, 505] and aj^o struck him, what is unambigu- 
ous being made to accord [in this respect] with what is 
ambiguous : (b) IJ says " S says that, if you named a 
man cov<o JDarabat, and then made it a dim., saying 

ilow* JDuraiba, you would pause upon it with the x , 
because it would have been transferred from the [the 
cat. of] the v. to [that of] the n." (Tsr) : (3) a n., when 



( 838 ) 

the cy is preceded by a sound quiescent, as in o^t and 

a • 

o [263] (Aud), because the ^ in them, being preceded 



by a quiescent, becomes, as it were, not for femininiza- 
tion, but put only to cc -ordinate tha bils. with trils., 
being for co-ordination with JUi" [368] and £<X=» [307, 
689] (Tsr). And it may be retained [in its own form 
(Tsr)], or be changed [into a (Tsr)], if it be [attached to 
a n., when the ^ is] preceded by (1) a vowel, [which is 
only Fatha (Tsr),] as in g^j date and issuer tfree (Aud), 
to distinguish it from the rad. & ,, as in uio^ ime 

9 • ^ 

[below] and ouo £en£ (Tsr) : (2) an unsound quiescent, 
[which is only an I (Tsr),] as in HiLo prayer (Aud), a& 

6 ^ 9 ^ * 9 

poor-rate , aZras, and ^f<> [below] (Tsr) ; and [as] cjU-L** 
female Muslims (Aud) and v^^l [below] : because the* 

9 • ^ ; 

unsound quiescent [in HiLo , etc.^\ is constructively like 
the mobile, since it is in the position of the latter, and i& 
converted from it [684, 719] ; and because the I [rn 
oLjL** etc.,] proceeds from Fatha, and is on a par with 
the mobile letter, for which reason, with it, two quies^ 
cents [may] concur [663], as in U(^ beasts [256], con- 
trary to what is the case when the quiescent is sound 
(Tsr). There is no dispute that the verbal ^ of feminf- 
xization is a a in pause, and also that its o. jT. is v^ 
[607]. But,as forifce nominal [263], its o./. is disputed. 
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For S, Fr, IK, and most of the GG hold that the ^ f$ 
the o. /., as in the v. : but that, in pause, it is converted 
into * , to distinguish the nominal from the verbal ^ ; or 
the nominal [ ^ ], which is for femininization, as in» 
ab*Afr [385], from that which is not so, as in c>j>aa 

9*^-0** 

malignant and ^ySixs. [399, 678] ; while- the reason 
why it is converted into s is that, in the s , there are 
more faintness and softness than in the v»> ; so that, 
in the state of pause, which is the position of rest [640], 
the s is more appropriate, for w T hich reason, in pause, the 
3 is added to what does not contain it, I mean the s of 
silence [615,644], as in aj| and s$y& [648] : and the reason 
why the nominal, and not the verbal, is varied by con- 
version is that the nominal is original, because it is 
affixed to that [word] of whose femininization it is the- 
sign ; contrary to the verbal, which is affixed to the v.,. 
to indicate the femininization of its ag. [607] ; and alter- 
ation is more appropriate in what is original, because of 
its stability. But Th says that the s , in the feminini- 
zation of the n., is the o. /.; and that, in continuity, it 
is converted into & , because, if it were left in its state,, 
as a 8 , one would say U^Ji" JJj*' J saw a tree, with 
Tanwin ; and, in pause, the Tanwin would be converted 
into I , as in f^- [640] - r so that, in pause, it would be liable 
to be mistaken for the [attached gen.] fern, [pron.] \J> 
[161] : and therefore, in continuity, the « is converted into 

82 a 
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\& ; and afterwards, when one comes to pause, it returns to 
its o. /, vid. the s . And, according to S also, the reason 
why the Tan win [in the ace. of the n. made fern, by the S] 
is not conveited into I , after conversion of the ^ [into 
* ], is fear of confusion (R) with the fern. U> (MAR). 
But the preferable mode is pause with the o in (l) the 
sound pi., like v^ULI* (Aud) and ^tju*> [17] (Tsr) : (2) 
what resembles it, vid. (a) the quasi-pl. n., [which has 
no sing, of its own crude-form (Tsr),] like v^^l [17] 
(Aud), which has no sing, of its own crude-form [257], 
but only a sing, of its sense, vid. ^>\i> [below] (Tsr) : (b) 
the pi. used as a name, (a) actually, like aly and 
^U^il [17] (Aud), which are actually pis. of SL-^fc 
'Arafa, the halting-place of the pilgrims, and Rx^l 
Adhria, a town of Syria (Tsr) : (6) constructively, like 
il>Lg^ [below], which is constructively pi. of SU-g^ > 
[its o. f being v^>U^ , the J of which, vid. the tf , is 
elided ; and its measure being ^>&*i , orig. c^iLUi 
(Tsr)] : and is afterwards used as a [verbal n. } literally] 
name of a v. (Aud) ; so that its sense becomes <>ju Far 
off is ! [187] : though v^ljl* is said [by some] to be a 
sera^., its o. f. being **$**> , on the measure of SlXxi ,- 
reduplicated, like kJUJls [332] (Tsr). The reason why 
the [well-known, usual (Jrb), preferable (Tsr),] mode is 
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jsaiise with ths ^ > [ no * otherwise (Jrb),] is that, since 
they mean to have two augments in the per/. pi. femu 
(Jrb, Tsr), as we have explained in its place [234] (Jrb), 
and they are unable to add the ^ or ^ with the I , 
because, if added [with the I ], it would be converted 
into Hamza [683], therefore they add the o with the I , 
because the ^ [sometimes] becomes a subst. for the ^ , 
as in [ sl^Jo and (Jrb)] k+daJS [689] ; and it then becomes 
the sign of femininization, and does away with the 
necessity for saying ^Iz+L^jo as pi. of &+JL** ; so that, 
since this ^ imports pluralization Bind femininization 
[234], and does away with the necessity for the sign of 
femininization affixed to the sing. } it is [preferably] 
retained in pause, and is not changed into s (Jrb, Tsr) : 
While they deal with what is co-ordinated with the pL in 
the same way as with the p'L [itself], because, since they 
treat it like the pi. in inflection [17], they treat it so in 
other particulars (Tsr). But pause with change [of the 
\& (A) into s (A, Tsr) ] has been heard in the sayings 
[of some of them (A), transmitted by Ktb from Tayyi 
(Tsr), sLuJl^ (jyuJl s*JlS How are the sons and the 
daughters ? (R, Jrb, Fk),] styL^Y^ L=^7 JL* Soto are 
the brothers and the sisters ? [690], and sUjT ^IS 
*LcJCJI ^ The burial of daughters is one of the noble 
deeds (Aud, A), with change of the ^ of the ph into s , 
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[in pause (Jrb),] by assimilation to the pure \& of femxni*- 
nization (Jrb, Tsr) : while sLg^sa and s^l have been heard 
(A); and l\^p XXIII. 38. [187, 195, 504] is read by 
Ks and Bz ( Aud), with change of the o into s (B, Tsr), 
Some report that this is the dial, of Tayyi ; but [IHKh 
(HKh),] the author of the Ifsah [bi Fawa id alldah 
(HKh),] gays that it is anomalous, not to be copied (A). 

As for ^I^aj* [above], it has two dial, vars., Fath and 
Kasr of the ^ [195], Those who pronounce [the ^ ] 
with Fath make ^Lgj^> a sing., and pause upon it with 
the a ; while those who pronounce the v^> with Kasr 
make ^Lgj^> a pi, and pause upon it with the ^ (IY). 
The [statement] reported from Ks is that those who 
pronounce the o with Kasr pause upon ^Lgj^a with the 
$ ; while those who pronounce the ^ with Fath pause 
upon ^Lgjjis with the ^ or s (Tsr). But [the GG say 
that (Jrb)] oLjxjo , if held to be a pi, is paused upon 
with the \& ; and, if held to be a sing., is paused upon 
With the 5 (M, Jrb, Tsr) : so in the [M and] Jrb (Tsr), 
IH, however, says, in the CM, that [this is matter of 
assumption, since (Jrb)] i^U^aP , being a verbal n., 
cannot be truly said to be sing, or pi.; while that [pause 
upon it with the ^ or s ] is only because of its resem- 
blance in form, not in number, to [a n. ending in] the vsj 
of feminization (Jrb, Tsr). We have mentioned its 
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predicament among the verbal ns. [187, 195]. And 
here we mention that, whether it be pronounced with 
Damm, Fath, or Kasr of the ^ , its o. f. may be iUj-^ ? 
but that pause upon it with the s is rare, because it is 
co-ordinated with vs., on account of its being a verbal 
n. ; while conversion of its vs> into $ is nevertheless 
allowed, because it is assimilated, in form, to such as 
ll3yS clucking (R). When a man is named Si g a* , 
according to the dial, of those who change [the v^> into 
a in pause], it is like SLsxJLio [18], being diptote because 
of the quality of proper name together with femininiza- 
tion ; but, when ^Lgjjs is used as a name, according to 
dial, of those who do not change, it is like ^LiwA [17], 
being infl. like the per/, pi. fern, when used as a name 

(A). And apparently c^l [above] is like it, because 
the two dials. } change and absence of change, occur in it 
also (Sn). And like it, in admitting of both modes, is 
[their saying (IY)] (V-giU^ xJU! J-oU^I God extirpate 
their roots! or f^l^ f Aezr roo^ / (M). For sUl^ roof, 
pronounced with Fath [of its & in the ace. (R, Jrb)], is 
[held to be (IY)] a sing. (IY, R, Jrb), co-ordinated 
with m J>[o [392] (R), like S&L [248, 272] (Jrb), the I in 
it being for co-ordination with [ l&lo and] £f?& [392] 

(IY), as is the case in ^L (IY, R) and ^b [272, 375], 
according to those who pronounce them with Tanwln 

l 
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(IY) ; and pause Upon it is with the * : while ^bs-s root# t 
pronounced with Kasr [of its ^ (R, Jrb) in the act, 
(R)], is [held to be (IY)] a pi (IY, R, Jrb), the ! in it 
being the one accompanying the ^ of the pi. fern., as 
though it were pi. (IY) of \jy* root (IY, R), the masc. 
being pluralized with the I and ^ , notwithstanding the 

9 9 O • • t 

occurrence of a broken pi. for it, i. e., ojr* * as w^j* ™ 
said, notwithstanding ^^j , in the pi. of ^1^? [261] (R) ; 
[or] of 23y£~ (Md, KF) ; and pause upon it is more 
properly with the ^ , as in the case of ^L-L** [above] 
(R). And, in other formations [than the sound pi. and 
what resembles it (Tsr)], the preferable [mode] is pause 
with change (Aud) [of the o ] into * , for distinction 
between the o of femininization and the rad. ^ , as in 
vso. [above] and ^x» death, this being the reason 
assigned by S : or, as is said (Tsr), for distinction 
between it and the ^ of femininization affixed to the v* 
(Jrb, Tsr, Fk), as in Jo^i [607] (Tsr) ; while they do 
not reverse [the distinction, assigning the ^ to the n. t 
and the i to the v.], because, if they said au^o for ooui , 
the * would be confounded with the objective pron. 
(Jrb, Tsr, Fk) : so says Jrb, confining himself to thiaj 
reason ; [ and he is followed by Fk] (Tsr). But [Akh 
asserts that (R), in the less chaste mode (Fk),] some 
[of the Arabs (M, R, Jib)] pause [upon such a» *♦*> 
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(Fk)] with the «y (M, R, Jrb, Fk), without change, as 

* " • ^ 

y&+z»\ (Fk), which is a wide-spread rfzaZ., transmitted 
by Akh (IY), whence [their saying ^^Jl £ *^LJ| au-U^ 
and ^cm Am 6e peace and mercy!, and (IY, Jrb)] 
the saying of the poet ^Jf *l$-o )^> J-? [183, 640, 690} 
(M, Jrb) : while an [additional] instance of pause with 
omission of change [into s (Tsr)] is the reading of Nafi', 
Ibn 'Amir, and Hamza \&j&jz ^ XLIV. 43. [below] 
(Aud), with the ^ (Tsr) ; and the [other (IY, Jrb)] 
poet [Abu-nNajm (Tsr, YS)] says 

s^xl ^4>J> <jf Hv^Jl v^jO^ :£ vix^aJjJl jULc [•^Julf o*T^ c^Lo 

(IY, R, Aud, Jrb, Fk) And God saved thee> by my 
hand, Maslama, after, and after , and after the souls 
of the people had become near the top of the wind- 
pipe, and the free-bom damsel was toell-nigh being 
called a handmaid (MN), where he does not change the 
\^> into s in [all three of] them (Tsr). What is meant by 
vs^Jol? is Lcjuo , a 5 being supposed to be substituted 
for the I (IY, Jrb, MN, Tsr, YS), so that it becomes 
xjcJul? , since the a is sometimes substituted for the I , as 
in fj\ ^5 ji [175, 181, 690], meaning lli (IY) and 
Ui (Jsh) ; and the & being then changed into ^ , to 
correspond with the remainder of the rhymes (IY, Jrb, 
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MN, Tsr, YS) : this is the reasoning of [IY and] Jrb 
(Tsr). Or, [as I J mentions (Tsr),] the I is changed into 
s ; and the 6 then changed into ^ , by assimilation to 
the ^ of femininization ; so that it is paused upon with 
the \& (Tsr, YS) : he mentions that he suggested this 
to his master F, who accepted it (Tsr). And, according 
to this dial., [says AH, some words, as in (Fk)] 

*yjJ| \&j&Jb ^ XLIV. 43. Verily the tree of 

AzZakhum [above] (A, Fk), siJU <^ (jj+**£> J&! XLIIL 

31. TFA<z£/ shall they part out the mercy of thy Lord I 

(Fk), Jbj) v^yT^ c ^ ^yi LXVL 10. The wife of 

Noah and the wife of Lot, and the like (A), are 
written in the Codex (A, Fk) with the ^ (Fk). Our 
master, the Sayyid, relates that every 8Ljo| , mentioned 
in the Kur with her husband, is written with the: 
extended ^ (Sn). Therefore Nafi', Ibn 'Amir, <Asim r 
and Hamza pause upon them with the o ; while Iba 
Kathir, IA1, and.Ks pause upon them with the » (A). 
The o , if written as a a [in the Codex], is paused upon, 
by all the [Seven] Readers with the * : but, if written* 
as a a, is paused upon by some with the it , for 
observance of the o. /. ; and by others with the ^ , for 
observance of the 'Uthmani orthography : so says our 
master, the Sayyid (Sn). Most of those [Arabs] who* 

Ox o x t 

pause [upon such as *+&>} J with the o make it quiescent 
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fcyen if [the n t ending in] it be an ace. pronounced with 
Tanwin (A). Apparently these [Arabs] do not say, in 

[pause upon] th& acc> U/st ooK I saw a handmaid ^ 

like (Jo) [640], with the ! ; but cs^ct ool^ , as in 

5pJ1 SwSvJI «^>(>d^ [above], because it is made to accord 

Vsrith &ve| with the s , which is the o. /. in pause (R). 
But someofthern pause upon the [w.] made fern, by 
the S , when it is an ace. pronounced with Tanwin, 
as they pause upon the [n.] bare [of the § ], when 
it is an ace. pronounced with Tanwin [640] (Sn). 
There is a dispute about ^13 [above] in such as ,*JL^ 
^.dJaJ! ^Ijo III. 115. [PPe/Z-ac^a/ttferf u^VA the con* 

tents of the breasts (K, B) of the hypocrites (K)] : 
for Akh, Fr, and IK say that it is paused upon with 
the v«, , because, being pre. [115], it is always intermedi- 
ate ; while Ks and Jr say that it is paused upon with 
the s , because [the v^> in] it is a ^ of femininization, so 

that you say s!3 : so says Hf (Tsr). The a not for 
femininization is not altered [in pause], the say in or of 

some sLaJ I ^^ bjuti FTe sa^ 6?/ the Euphrates being 
anomalous (A). 

§. 647. Continuity is sometimes treated like pause 

[648, 649] (M, R). This mostly occurs in poetry (IY, 

R), because of the inducing exigency (R) ; and is not 

83 a 
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found in a case of choice (IY). The poet [Manzfir Ifm 
Habba alAsadi (MN,. Jsh)] says 

[691] (IY, R) r describing a wolf that meant to catch a 
gazelle (Jsh), PTAen he (the wo//,) saw; £fta£ there wa& 
no ease, and no glutting of his appetite, [in the pursuit 
of the gazelle- (MN),] he turned aside to an Arid, tree 
ef a curving- tract of sand y and lay down (MN, Jsh) 
to sleep (Jsh) r where He substitutes a 5 for the 5 of 
3uS , and retains it in continuity (I Y) ; [and] hence 
-Jj ^j^iJ bf j I [below]. It is not peculiar to [metricj 
exigency (M) : but sometimes occurs in prose (R) ; and 
corresponding instances in prose, by assimilation to> 

poetry, have been mentioned before (IY), as (1) &£U 
l£*\ [159, 321] (M, R), and the whole of the nums. r 
in which that is necessary, as we have mentioned (R) ? 
and hence their saying, transmitted by S, in the num. r 
^^4^ [321 f , 648], where they substitute a a for the £ 
[of Stlii ] in pause, and then throw the vowel of the 
Hamza [of Suu, f ] upon the s, and elide the Hamza r 
on the principle of the reading (jjJLxyJt ^ii I JJ> X2J.LL 
1. The believers have prospered [16], which occurs- 
only in continuity (IY) : (2) XVIII. 36. [521] (M, R),^ 
in the reading of Ibn 'Amir (IY, R), with retention of 
the I ,. orig. b? [ Jxl (K, B)], the vowel of the Hatnza, 
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feeing thrown upon the ^ of { jS3 , the Hamza elided, 
and the ^ incorporated into the ^ ; whereas analogy 
requires the ] of G f to be elided in continuity, because 
it is put to make the vowel plain in pause [161], like 
the * in i^Ir LXIX. 19. and l^C^ LXIX. 20. 

pbelow] : Zj says " Retention of the I [of u| ] is excel- 
lent here, because, the Hamza being elided, the ! 

G f 

becomes -a compensation for it ", meaning in UXI (IY) : 
(3) [similarly (IY)] II. 260- [166] (IY, R), with reten- 
tion of the ! of U [161] : (4) iLlir LXIX. 19. [22, 638, 
€48, 679] -and auAl^ LXIX. 20 ilfy reckoning [€48], 
in continuity, according to -some readings (R). Continu- 
ous speech is [thus] given that [predicament (IA, Aud, 
A)] which belongs to pause (IM), vid. quiescence — with 
or without Raum or Ishmam — and reduplication [640], 
transfer [640, 641], and importation of the s of silence 
[€44, 648] (Tsr, Sn) ; seldom, [as compaied with its 
absence (Tsr),] in prose ; and extensively in poetry 
(IM), because this is the place of irregularity (Tsr). 
The following are exs. of that: — (1) in prose, (a) [the 
readings of others than Hamza and Ks (Aud, A)] 

Jh3lj x jujo |j II. 261. It hath not been altered by the 
lapse of years : and look [644] (IA, Aud, A) and 

Js »4\a-I fp\&$A& VI. 90. Then by their guidance 
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suffer thou thyself to be led : say (Aud, A), with 
expression of the s of silence in continuous speech (Aud) : 
(b) euu^giJj [above] (Tsr) : (c) JJb> *JU ^^ ^t U 
*<jtX=» &l3l,LLy ^ LXIX. 28 — 30. il/y wealth hath 
not availed me : my power etc, [615, 648]: (d) the 
saying of some of Tayyi ^ L yLz» *<j^> TAzs is a 
pregnant female, youth, because it is only in pause 
that this I is changed into ^ [643] (A) : (2) in poetry, 

(a) JJ\ L >^/bf ; T[640] (IA, Aud, A) ; where the v 
is doubled, notwithstanding that it is conjoined with the 
letter of unbinding (IA, A) : (a) it is orig. ^^ki\ , with 
a single ^ ; but, being assumed to be paused upon > the 
o is doubled, on the principle of their saying in pause,, 

jJU* t<X# [640], with reduplication ; and then the letter 
of unbinding is put, vid. the I ; while the reduplication 
of the u remains (Aud) in continuity, by assimilation of 
continuity to pause in respect of reduplication (Tsr) : (b) 
#J\ ^£>\S tjil [183] (A), where there are two anomalies, 
(a) affixion of the ^ and ^ to ^x> in continuity (MN); 
whereas analogy requires *zi\ ^x > because, in continuity, 
the form of ^x does not vary [in number or gender] 
(Sn) : and (b) -mobilization of the [affixed] ^ , which is 
[properly] quiescent (MN). The GG say that the poet, 

in such as ji^ and iL^ifl [640, 648], treats continuity 
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like pause. They mean that, the letter of unbinding being 
the [letter] paused upon, since it is not put except to be 
paused upon, that [rhyme-letter, here the J or the vj ] , 
which precedes it, is not paused upon, but is in the 
interior of the sentence ; and this [reduplication of it] is 
treating continuity like pause (R). And, [says S (R),] 
one that I trust has told me that he heard an Arab say 

aud-ol ^Ja^! Give me a white one, meaning udol 

(S, R) ; but affixing the » as he affixes it in &x& , when 

he means ,jja [161] (S), the s being for silence : which is 
a most hideous anomaly, because the s of silence is affixed 
only to that [letter] whose vowel is uninflectional [648] ; 
and also [because] he mobilizes the reduplicated letter 
not on account of a letter of unbinding, [mobilization on 
account of which would be allowable,] as we have men- 
tioned [640] (R). Some people pause with quiescence 
of the rhyme-letter [usually] conjoined with a letter of 
prolongation, [i. e., an I or a ^ or ^ (Sn),] as in 

vLl%5T^ J3Ll jLjiif JJ 

[608]. But the Hijazls retain the letter of prolongation, 
unrestrictedly, [i. e., whether they intend to quaver or 

not (Sn),] saying LU*J| ^ : while the Tamimis, if they 
[intend to (Sn)] quaver, do likewise, [i. e., retain the 
letter of prolongation (Sn)] ; and, if not, put Tanwm as 
a compensation for it, [in order to discontinue the 
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quavering (Sn),] unrestrictedly, [i. e,, after a Damrna, 
Fatha, or Kasra (Sn),] as in 

9 ' o-o * 9 &■£■ s Q s° *o 9 

[by Al 'Ajjaj (S),] my companion, what has excited 
the streaming eyes' 1 ., and 

[577, 608] (A). 

§. 648. The second [position (Tsr) of the & of silence] 
is the interrog. U governed in the gen. (Aud) by a p. 
or pre. n. [181, 615] (Tsr). For, when it is governed in 
the g°<n. 9 [and is not compounded with 16 (Tsr),] as in ^ 
and +x3 , [where it is governed in the gen. by a p. (Tsr),] 
and in J^=> + *^5? Uc With what coming, i. e., How, [a 
question as to the quality of the coming (Tsr),] earnest 
thou? , [where it is governed in the gen. by the pre. n. 
(Tsr),] its I must be elided, to distinguish it from the 
enunciatory, [which is the conjunct and the cond. (Tsr),] 

Co , as in &JL& oJLw L^ oJL« / asked about what thou 
askedst about [or .pJ! U JUuo ^^ about the like of what 
etc., where U is conjunct; and m ff\ r >ij U* 
^4^ whatever thou rejoicest } I will rejoice and \+\.f 
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dLuo^f uxi> TrAenever ?Aow comest to me, I will honor 

thee, where Lc is cond. (Tsr)] : so that, when you pause 
upon it, you affix the s , for preservation of the Fatha 
indicative of the [elided (Tsr)] \ [below]. And the * \s 

necessary if the genitival op. [of the interrog. Lc (Tsr)} 
be a n,, as in ^Jl je^s^o [above] and {S »aX» 1 * tUiXsf ZZbw 
dzd Ae ea:ac^ ? [640], where you say &* ts^^suo and 
jlo *LoAjft ; and preferable if it be a p., as in ,jjJ *LwOj *^ 
LXXVIII. 1. [181], where [it is reported (K) by] Bz. 
[that Ibn Kathir (K)] reads [ ^ (K),] with the * (Aud) 
of silence (K, Tsr), either because he treats continuity 
like pause [647] ; or because he pauses [upon &*^ Of 
what (question they among themselves) f], and begins 

afresh with ^Jhlif CIjT ^ ^*llZ LXXVIII. 1, 2. 

* %■ * 
They question among themselves of the great tidings, 

a [previous] ^y^L^jij , [on which &+e depends,] being 
understood, because expounded by what follows it (K). 

The diffe:ence is that the Co governed in the^en. by a p. 
is conjoined with it [181]; while the prep, is not in- 
dependent in its meaning [497], so that it is like part of 
the U [644] ; for which reason the » is [merely] allowable^ 
[not necessary, because the conjunction of Lc with the 
prep, prevents it from being considered unil. when the 
S is elided] : whereas the pre. n. is independent hi its 

Digits?? 
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sense, so that the n. [*] with it is like a separate [Word] ; 
and it is unil., for which reason the s is necessary with it 
[615] (Tsr). The third [position (Tsr)] is every [word] 
permanently uninfl. upon a vowel of uninflectedneSs 
[159], and not resembling the infl., like the ^ of the 1st 
pers. [161], ^ , and ya , according to those who pro- 
nounce them with Fath [below] (Aud) in continuity J 
and like the J of the 2nd pers. [below] (Tsr). The 
Revelation has xa;o U CI. 7. What it is> and &JL* 
LXIX. 28. and lliUail LXIX. 29. [below] ; and the 
poet [Hassan (MN, Tsr) Ibn Thabit al Ansarl (MN) 
as Sahabi (Tsr)] says 

[below] (Aud) PTAen the lad grows up among us, it is 
not said of him " Who is heV\ ^1 being red, as in 
pjf GuL ^ Ui [563] (MN). But the » is not affixed to 

such as (1) Jo^ *U» Zaid came, because Jo\ is infl.\ 
[and the vowel of inflection, being known through the 
op. f does not need to be made plain by the » of silence 
(Tsr)] : (2) v/^L $ tr ike thousand yv^i |J S"e s£rwc/<; raof, 
because the v. is quiescent ; [and the s is affixed only to 
make the vowel plain (Tsr)] : (3) J^ ^ [99] (Aud), with 
Fath (Tsr), and j^ L [48] and Jlo ^> and juu, ^ [201] 
(Aud), with Pamrn (Tsr), because their uninflectedness 
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is accidental, [not permanent ; so that the vowel in them 
resembles the vowel of inflection, because it supervenes 
on account of something resembling the op. (Tsr)] : 
while #J\ vU&S ^ (J^\ [201] is anomalous, the s being 
affixed to what is accidentally uninfl., since JL& belongs 
to the cat. of JJi and Jut/: so say F and IM ; but as to 
this there is a dispute [before] mentioned [201] (Aud) ; 
and some say that the s in xJLd is a subst. for the * , the 
o.f. being Jl (Tsr) : (4) the pre*, v. [403], like [the 
trans. (Tsr)] J^i sZrwcfe [and 1*^ rode (Tsr)], and [the 

intrans. (Tsr)] ju£ sai [and ^li sfoocZ (Tsr)], because of 

its resemblance to the aor. in its occurring as an ep. 

[144], con;\ [177], enunc. [26], d. s. [80], and prot. 

[419] (Aud), as the aor. likewise occurs. In short the 

quasi-inflectional vowel of uninflectedness is found in 

four sorts, the sub. of $ [99], the aprothetic voc. [48], 

the advs. cut off from protbesis [201], and the pret. v. 

[403] : and as to [affixion of the s of silence to] it there 

are three opinions, (l) disallowance, unrestrictedly, which 

is the opinion of S : (2) allowance, unrestrictedly; because 

the vowel is inseparable : (3) [allowance of] affixion when 

• ^ *• * 
there is no fear of ambiguity, as in s Juus He sat ; and 

disallowance if ambiguity result, as in 4r^ [below], 
because the s is liable to be mistaken for the obj. (Tsr). 

In pause upon the uninfl. [ns. (IY)], you say (1) bf 

84a 
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with the | [161, 497] ; or lit with the- s [690] (M), in ' 
place of the I, because their outlet [732] is. one, whence; 

the saying of Hatim. x3| <gc>J> \£& This is my way o£' 

Bleeding, mine [696J; : (a) this: I ,.in its being imported,, 
in pause, to make the.- vowel [of the final] plain, is like 
the s in LXIX. 19. [22, 638,, 647, 67*9] and LXIX. 20> 
[647] : (b) hence- their saying, ia pause^ its* ^ [with 
the t ]„ or Jj* ^,. with quiescence; but, when, they 
continue^ Jj& ^ [I9j] with. FatE of the J ,. without an t ~ 
(c) the Arabs do not pause, upon any thing in their 
language, with the t , to make the vowel plain r except ini. 
thase two* positions, I mean ibo and bf. [615] (IY) : (2); 
*& with, quiescence^, or *y* with aifisdon of the s (M) : (a)i 
pause upon the- pron. y£> lie [161] is mostly with, the x* r 
to- maKe the vowel of the ^ plain ; and so- is pause upon, 
<& she : you say »a# ,. not eliding anything from it, a& 
you elide in the case of the- decl. [643]; and the poet. 
says *JF £j*S l^lSl [above], cited by S : but some of th& 
Arabs pause with quiescence, saying yo and ^ „ contrary 
to (jl ,, which is not paused upon with quiescence ; so- 

"is. 

that, in answer to w who did I", one does, not say \ I r 
as one says-yo he or ^ $7ie : for ^\ , in addition to- the 
paucity of its letters* hasfbr its final a ^ , which is faint„ 
and is not a letter of inflection here,., like the final of &*> 
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hand and +o blood ; so that, on account of the faintness 
of the ^ , the paucity of the letters, and the fact that 
the final of <jl is not a letter of inflection, an T is imported 
in pause, and is inseparable from that [expression], 
contrary to y& and ^ , since their final is a letter of 
prolongation and softness, which is plainer than the ^ : 
(b) this is according to the dial, of those who pronounce 
[ y& and ^ ] with Fath [above] ; while those who make 
[the j and ^ ] quiescent [below] pause only with quies- 
oence, not otherwise (IY) : (3) ll$& here or *Llj# [175] ; 
and ifyo fAese or s^Ljs [174], when it, [i. e., & ily& (IY),] 
is abbreviated (M) : (a) this s in sli^sand »^y^ is affixed, 
with the I , in pause, because of the faintness and lowness 
of the I ; but the better [mode] is to pause without a s ; 
(6) those who prolong [the final t of $y& ], and add a 
Harnza, [saying ^y& , ] pause upon the Hamza with 
quiescence : (c) this s does not follow any of the quies- 
<eents, except the t , because of its faintness ; so that you 

° 9 9 ° 

do not say *yo for +s* , nor xa# for ^ [above], according 
to the dial, of those who make the ^ and ^ quiescent 
{above], because the t , being faint, on account of its 
remoteness [732], is more in need of being made plain 
(IY) : (4) viLyl I honored thee or Ix^^f [below] (M) : 
(a) in the case of the J of the pron. [161], as in &*£s\ 
1 honored thee [masc.'] and dU^bx! I gave thee \femJ\ % 
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there are two modes, pause with quiescence, as dbucls ? 

o 9 o -* °5 e> ,, 5 c„ off 

[above] and viUAkcl ; and pause with the s , as &£xaS\ 
[above] and &j£cxk&| , from avidity for the vowel, because 
the \*) is pronounced with Fath in the ma so., and with 
Kasr in the /em,, so that the vowel distinguishes the 
masc, from the /em. ; and they want the distinction and 
explanation in pause as much as in continuity : (b) some 
intensify the distinction, affixing to the ^ an I in the 
masc, and a ^ in the fern. ; and then affix the s of 
silence [to the I or ^ ], saying sUCkc^l in the masc^ and 

iujGoo^j in the /ew., because distinction by a consonant 
and a vowel is more intensive and corrob. than distinc- 
tion by a vowel alone : but the better of the two dials. 
is not to affix the letter of prolongation to the J (IY) : 
(5) ^^ my manservant and ^y** Be struck me 
[below], with quiescence, or &ju>^c and &aJowo , with 
affixion of the s [to make the vowel plain ; pause upon 
the <5 being in two modes (IY)], according to those who' 
mobilize [the & with Fath (IY)] in continuity [161] 
(M) ; whence the reading of the majority (5 jlc ^c\ lo 
l^Lkilu J£ villi lllCo LXIX. 28, 29. [615, 647] (IY) : 

and *&£ and ,jjv^ , according to those who make [the 
(5 ] quiescent in continuity, whence the readings of IAf 
^Jcl^f ^LXXXIX. 15. My Lord hath honored me 
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and ^SU* ^ LXXXIX. 17. My Lod hath degraded 
me, [with pause (IY)] ; and the saying of Al A'sha 
[Maimiin Ibn Kais (MN, Jsh)] 

^Jol J^v^xwo | U I3J j& &4^5 oLu-b »^y& <J~?; 
And from a hater, whose face is scowling, who, when- 
ever I claim kindred with him, refuses to acknowledge 
me (M), and, before it, 

[jTAe?i sAaZZ my roaming about the countries, from 
fear of death, defend me from the chance that it 
should come to me ? (Jsh)] Is not the brother (i. e., 
messenger) of death sure of me, even if I say " He 
has granted me a respite 77 ?, meaning ^v&l and (5 a-uL> 
and ^Lwj I : (a) those also who make (he ^ quiescent 
pause in two modes, the better being retention of the 
[quiescent] ^ ; while the other is elision of it, as 1SL& f joa 
This is my manservant and Jj^v* [above], meaning 
^^ and ^y* : (b) elision of the ^ in the case of [the 
pron. attached to] the v. is good, because the ^ , being 
always preceded by a ^ [170], is indicated by the ^ ; so 
that there is no ambiguity, for which reason such elision 
is frequent in the Kur : whereas, when you say liiU. ! d& 
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[above], pausing upon it with quiescence, one does not 
know whether like, is meant to be pre. to the ^ , or to 
be aprothetic, for which reason some disallow such 
elision, on account of the ambiguity ; while S allows it, 
because it is made plain by the pause (IY) : (c) Ibn 'Amir 
and the KK read ^j^\ and ^jU&l , without a ^ , in 
continuity and pause ; and the like is reported from IA1 
[above] ; while Nafi' agrees with them in pause (B) : and 
[Z says in the K that] ^n^I and ^b&l [above], with 
quiescence of the <j , are read in pause, according to 
those who omit the ^ in continuous speech, deeming the 

<t 9 ss s 

Kasra sufficient without it (K) : (6) (vJQwo He struck 
you, [*£-?>-o Se struck them, pf+J^ upon them, and fa 
by them ; and *ox> from him and au^o He struck him 
[above] : with quiescence, according to those who, in 
continuity, affix [the conj. to the * or s ], or [simply] 
mobilize [the * or s with Damm or Kasr] (M) : (a) as for 

Ijolo and f&y* , and' p$jM anc * fa > y ou pause upon 
them, with quiescence of the ^ , not otherwise ; and elide 
the . or <5 from it [161], because they are aug., and are 
often elided in continuity [161], as <JuJ> fay 6 ^ G struck 
you before, ^ L fay* He struck them, youth, 
*lljf SJto faj^ IX. 99. May misfortune fall upon 
them!, and ^l*i*o fa Of them is help sought, for a 
kind of lightening, from frequency of usage, because of 
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the heaviness of the combination of Wo Dammas with 
the • in yj^^c and . » g ; yo [below], and of two Kasr&s 
vith the -5 in ^jj [below] and the like (IY) : [for ,J 
according to those who da not affix the conj^ in con* 
tinuity, to the * of the pl^ there is- no dispute that 
pause upon it is with quiescence; while,, according: to 
those also who affix the conj. T in continuity, elision of it 
is necessary in pause, because what is often elided in 
continuity, vid. the ^ and ^ T must be elided in pausey 
as in *Ox and xJ^ [below] (R) : (b) they differ in opinioo 

about the ^ in such as *+&y£ [above], and the ^ in such 
as {S ^iy [above], some saying that they are part of the 
n. itself, and others that they are a ug. ; though they are 
agreed that, in the fern. [s ing.] r the I is- part of the n* 
itself : and they differ about the opinion of S on that 
[matter] ; but the [opinion] apparent from his language 
is that the ^ and ^ are not part of the n. [161] : (e) 
similarly pause upon sJuo and eu^o also is with quiescence 
[of the * ] (IY) : (d) we have mentioned [161] that the 
3rd pers. [sing., masc. or fern.,] of the attached ace. or 
gen.pron. is abridged from the 3rd pers. [sing*, masc. 
or/em.,] of the detached nom. T by elision of the vowel 
from the y of ys [and the & of ^ T and by conversion of 
the <5 of ^ into I } (R) ; [so that] the o. f. of xJuo and 
*^d is conjunction of [the *■ in] them with a letter of 
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prolongation, as ^^L* and y4*y° > ^at being proved by 
the existence of [the letter of prolongation correspond- 
ing with] it in the fem. } as Lg.xx> and Ug~?^ (IY) : the s 
occurs, [says S (IY),] with what follows it, here in the 
masc, as it occurs, with the I following it, in the fern. 
(S, IY) : (e) Zj holds that the conj. after the s is not 
part of the o. / of the word ; and this appears to be the 
opinion of S : and Zj adduces, as an argument for it, the 
elision of the conj. in pause ; but this is not strong, 
because the letters of softness, that form part of the 
word itself, are sometimes elided, as in ^Uil [643] ; and, 
as for the necessity for elision of the conj. in pause, and 
not of the ^ of ^UJt , it is because the conj. is one of 
those things that, in the state of continuity, have a share 
in elision, as in auL* III. 5. and aui III. 91. [below] : (f) 
since they intend to lighten the attached [pron.'j, on 
account of its being like part of the preceding word, 

they consider ; and, if the a be preceded by a quiescent, 

99 * * * 

as in aJuo and auJLc , they do not put the quiescent . or ^ 

in continuity : so that they do not say, according to the 
most frequent [dial.*], ^Xjo and {5 ^X^- > because the * 
and ^ are heavy ; and because the s , on account of its 
faintness, is like the non-existent, so that, if they said 
that, two quiescents would, as it were, concur (R) ; 
[thus even] in [continuous] speech they often elide the ^ 
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or ^ [conjoined with the * ] : and, when the s is preceded 
by a letter of prolongation and softness, elision of the ^ 
or <5 is [held by S to be] better than retention, because 
the x proceeds from the same outlet as the t [732], and 
the I resembles the ^ and ^ , so that it is as though they 
fled from the combination of likes, and therefore elided 
the j or (C ; and, for that reason, sLy.3 sllG ^ XVII. 
107. And We have revealed it, part by part, [accord- 
mg to the measure of events (K, B),] au-U <J^\J J I 
vi^gX> VII. 175. If thou bear down upon him, he zoill 
loll out his tongue [from breathing hard (B)], <v ^£> villi 
t^io,.?. XII. 20. And they sold him [640] for a 
mean price, and jyUi LLL LXIX. 30. Take ye him 
[615, 647], and put a collar of iron upon his neck are 
the better of the two readings : and, according to that 

[opinion], ^Xx and y^ks. are more appropriate than [ Ll* 
and toe. with] elision ; so that iljCsk^ iLO" .4^° HI- 5- 
[593] is the more appropriate of the two readings : but 
some make no distinction between the letter of prolong- 
ation and any other quiescent, preferring ZOf^L III. 5. 
[below] and iLs&L LC\Jj A calamity afflicted him ; 
and this [opinion] is adopted by Mb and Sf; and, 
according to me, is correct, because, the s being faint, 
y&A and tfis. virtually contain [a combination of. ( Jh on 

S5a 
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the pron. » )] two quiescents, like ^| and uaa$"(IY) : S 
prefers retention of the conj. after the » , when the 
preceding quiescent is a sound letter, as in «-gJuo and 
y$a*\^o\ ; and elision of it, when the preceding quiescent 

9 9 9 s 

is an unsound letter, as in ay^jo VIII. 14. Then taste 
ye it, sLa-fr VII. 104. His rod, and at^i II. 1. About 
it : but Mb [followed by Sf and IY] makes no distinction 
between the sound and unsound quiescents before the & ; 
and this is the truth, since the quasi-concurrence of two 
quiescents is realized in all ; and the majority of the 
Readers act in accordance with it, as i^Lj! &Xa> III. 5. 
and ^Ajuj ^Lj| *ui III. 91. In it are manifest signs 
[above] ; and, if S had reversed [his preferences], it would 
have been more suitable, because the combination of two 
quiescents is lighter, when the first of them is soft, than 
it is when the first of them is sound [663] : (g) they 
do not elide [the I ] from Lg-xlc upon her and L$Xx> 
from her, though the:e also contain a quasi-combination 
of two quiescents, because of the lightness of the f ; 
so that this is the counterpart of their omission, in the 
most frequent [dial.], to convert the Tan win, in pause, 
into a letter of prolongation in the nom. and gen. , and 
their conversion of it into I in the ace. [640] : (h) if the 
s be preceded by a mobile, as in au and awiLt [161], the 
conj. is indispensable, except when a poet is constrained 
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to elide it, as iu the saying [of Hanzala Ibn Fatik (S)] 

[And he knew for certain that , if the horsemen should 
overtake .him, he would be killed, and, after him, the 
cuttings of the, i. e., his, palm-trees would have a 
dresser, or fecundator, other than him (MAR)], and 
the saying of AIM utanabbi 

[7?i fAe mouths their tongues faltered with it, and 
the couriers on the roads, and the pens in the 
writings, where he does not affix the ^ to the s in *o , 

but contents himself with the Kasra, by poetic license 
(W)]; so that the elision of the conj., in such cases, is 
like the elision of the 1 in *>JI ^^^o kss [643] (R) : and 

what is stronger than this has been transmitted from 
the Arabs, like the saying of the poet 

And I drink tcater, when there is not in me any 
thirst for it, except because its springs are the sources 
of the torrent of her valley ; and this is like the 
reading [of Hamza, Abu Bakr, and IA1 viJLJt o*j III. 68. 
Will lender it unto thee and (B)] dLJ| o^ $ III. GS. 
TFi7Z ?io^ render it unto thee, with quiescence of the s 
(W) : (i) all of this that we have mentioned is the state 
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of the pron. of the 3rd pers. sing. masc. in continuity: 
but, when it is paused upon, the conj. must be omitted, 

whether it be retained in continuity, as in ^g^ and ^gj 

* * * * * 

[161], by common consent, and in ^Xjq and g a 1 c [161], 

according to some ; or not, as in &Jwo and *JU [161], 
according to most : that is because it is a property of 
their language that they elide in pause what is not 
elided in continuity, as in ^v-o and ^iCi [above] ; so 
that they invariably elide this letter, whose elision is 

° s * 5 

often authorized in continuity, as in *jJU: and xJuo : and, 
[after elision of the conj.,'] quiescence of the x is unavoid- 
able in pause, whether the preceding letter be quiescent 
or mobile : (j) some disallow Raum or Ishmam in the 
case of the * of the pron,, when it is preceded by Damm 
or Kasr, as in *+Jou II. 273. Knoweth it and x/>^jl* 
by his manservant ; and similarly when it is preceded 
by a j or & , as in IL 70. [640] and xjub ^ XL 41. 
On whom shall come : that is (a) because the quiescent 
s is so extremely light that it becomes like the non- 
existent ; so that, when, in pause, it is preceded by a 
Pamma or ^ , it is as though you pronounced the final, 
pausal, letter with Damm, or put a ^ at the end, since 
the » is like the non-existent, on account of its faintness ; 
and if, immediately after the pamma or the ^ , you 
pronounced [the * ] with Raum, i. e., uttered part of the 
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Pamroa [of the * ], or with Ishmam, i. e., compressed the 
lips, [as though to sound the Damma of the s, ] these 
[modifications] would not be plain [as belonging to the 
s ], since the hearer or the seer might account that part 
of Damm, or that compression of the lips for Ishmam, to 
be part of the first Damm, or part of the first compres- 
sion i,f the lips, since a thing is not plain after its like, 
as it is after its contrary : and so may one say of Raima 
after the s preceded by a Kasra or << : and also (b) 
because Rauni and Ishmam are [intended] to make the 
vowel of the * plain : whereas, on the hypotheses men- 
tioned, that making plain is not needed, because the s , 
which is preceded by a Dam ma or ^ , is not pronounced 
with any vowel but Damm ; while that which is preceded 
by a Kasra or ^5 , is not pronounced, in the most 
frequent [diaL~], with any vowel but Kasr [161] : (k) 
when the * pronounced with Damm follows a Fatha, as 

t 9 s s 9 c 

in *£kh. ^\ verily his manservant, or a sound quiescent, 
as in xJuo [above], Raum or Ishmam is allowable, without 
dispute [640] : (1) some allow them after the * of the 
pron.y unrestrictedly, whether it follow a . or ^ or any 
other consonant ; and whether it follow a Fatha, Damma 
or Kasra : even though they be not so plain as they 

ought to be (R): (7) »<\», [even] according to those 
who say *U| X/«l ^»df This is the handmaid oj God 

Digitizi 
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(M) : (a) the * in [ ^ and (R)] s<\# is [not an aug.y 
but only (IY)] a m£s£. [690] for the & [263] in [ ^ and 
(R)] ^jjo [171, 174] (IY, R), the proof of which is that 
you say bi in the dim. of ^56 [293], as you say in the 
dim. of 16 : nor is the s in sjoa for feinininization, like 
the » in &£\JJs and s\-*.^ [265], because the s in X^vJLL 
and sy*^ is az^., and you find it a g in continuity [646] ; 
whereas the * in sjk.# is a » in continuity and pause, and 
is the c of the word : (b) the reason why it is pronounced 
with Kasr, and conjoined with the ^5 , is that, being in 
a vague indecl. n., it is assimilated to the » of the pron., 
which [like this s ] is preceded by a Kasra, as in &j v^wo 
I passed by him and *x>^L& ^M \^jihi I looked at his 
manservant (IY) : [thus] the ^ after the s is on account 
of the assimilation of the * to the * of the masc. pron. 
preceded by a Kasra, [from the impletion of which a ^5 
is engendered,] as in ^& and ^&o&£ , in the most 
prevalent [dial.'], as before explained [161]; except that 
the s of the pron., notwithstanding its being preceded 
by a Kasra or & , is sometimes conjoined, according to 
the people of AlHijaz, with the ^ , as ^«gj and y%^^- 
j" 161], because the [attached] gen. pron. is <m#. the* 
detached nom. [pron.], as above mentioned; whereas 
[the * in] ^$3 or ^joa is not conjoined with a ^ at all 
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(R) : S says " I do not know any one pronounce it with 
Damm, because, though they assimilate it to the s of the 
pron., still it is not the pron. ; so that they assimilate it 
it to the most frequent pronouuciation, which is Kasr of 
the s , when preceded [like this s ] by a Kasra" (IY) : 
(c) some of the Arabs assimilate it to the * of the pi. 
[161]; and therefore do not put the conj , saying *tXs> 
in continuity and pause (R) : [for] I have heard some 
Arabs, whose Arabic is trust woi thy, say &JUI &o| sj^> , 
making [the* ] quiescent (S) ; but this, though the o. f, 9 
is rare in usage : and some of them elide the ^ from it 
in continuity, but preserve its Kasra (R) : (d) pause 
[upon it (R)] is with quiescence of the x (IY, R), and 
omission of the conj. (R), not otherwise (IY), without 
dispute (R), the ^ being elided in both dials. : as for those 
who make it quiescent in continuity, the matter is obvious, 
according to them, the states of continuity and pause 
being equal : while those who conjoin it with the ^ [in 
continuity] elide it in pause, as they elide it from ^j 

and ^^e- [ above] ; and, since elision of tLe ^ is 

permissible in ^^j and the like, notwithstanding that its 

augmentativeness is disputed [above], the elision here is 

more appropriate, because the augmentativeness is certain 

(IY) :(8) pU£> and jtxi [and £k* (IY)], with quiescence ; or 

2wU^ and x^i [and z^ks. (IY)], with the * (M) : (a) the 
Qigt 
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* is preferable in the case of these ps., because the I in 
Lo is elided, while the Fatha remains as an indication of 
the elided ; and therefore, grudging that pause should 
elide the Fatha, and thus the indication and the indicated 
should [both] be removed, they affix the * of silence^ 
upon which the pause falls, while the Fatha is preserved 

[above], as is done in *y£| and xx>J [644]: but some of the 

Arabs pause with quiescence, without a s ; while it is 
argued [on their behalf] that pause is accidental, and that 
the vowel is restored in continuity, [so that the removal of 
the indication is only temporary] : (b) some of them make 

the * quiescent in continuity, as in v-jj dyJ$ T Ct b [181] y 

but that belongs to the cat. of treating continuity like 

pause, by poetic license, as in L-oJiJ| and Jl^aa [640, 647] 

(IY), as Ix2°y$h5 [321, 647, 663] has been heard (K on 

LXI. 2) : (9) *u> j^-fyo and *u> JcU , in the case of 

pJI p t&fu* [above] and oo| ^ JjLo Like what art thou? y 

[pause being (IY)] with the s , not otherwise (M) : (a) 

%^f^ and Juwo are ns,, detached from what follows them ;. 

while L> , after elision of the t , becomes unil.; and 
therefore, disliking that, they affix the s , in order that 
the pause may fall upon it, and the n. be not excluded 
from the formations of ns. (IY). 
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§. 649. The single ^ [of corroboration is light and 
weak ; so that, when preceded by a Fatha, it (IY)] is 
changed, in pause, .into I [497, 614, 684] (M), like the 
Tanwin [below], because of its resemblance thereto, both 
of them being ps., whose place is [at] the end of the 
word (IY). You say LxA^J for J^xA^J in XCVI. 15. 
[153, 497, 610, 684] (M) ; and, in the imp., L^il for 
^Jo\ [614,684] (IY). AlA'sha [Maimun Ibn Kais 
(Jsh)] says, [in an ode praising the Prophet (IY, Jsh),] 

[497, 684] (M) Then beware of dead bodies ; be sure 
thou do not approach them : and do not thou take a 
sharp arrozo to bleed a camel for the guest. And 
[beware of (Jh on ^^ )] this idol set up ; be sure 
thou do not propitiate it by sacrifice : and worship 
not the devil, but God do thou icorship (Jsh), meaning 
^tXutli (Jh, IY), but pausing with the I , as you say 
fcX^ vso l ; [640] ( Jh) ; and hence the saying of the other 

2% sire is Yazid, and thy grandsire is Al Walld ; 
and whoso is such that they are his sire and grandsire 
will not be lowly, and shall surely be noble, meaning 



&*fy : and it is said, on the saying of Imra alKais 

SGa 
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pJl dLo LaS [115, 640], that the meaning is ^i> , Do thou 
tarry, because, say they, the address is to one, that 
being proved by his saying 



O • -"*-0 <> , 



[0 my companion, thou seest, meaning look thou at, 
lightning, ivhose gleam 1 show thee, like the waving 
of the hands, in a pile of cloud surmounted by a 
croton, its upper part being like a crown for its lower 
part (EM)] ; but that he pauses with the ! , treating 
the state of continuity like pause [647] : while some 
explain L. 23. [193, 233] as orig. { ^sJ t Do thou cast, 
arguing that the address, in that, is to an Angel, the 
Keeper of the Fire (IY), And, [if what precedes this ^ 
be pronounced with Damrn or Kasr, as (IY)] in 

+2$ b ^j-AflS J^ Will ye surely strike, my people f 
[and S l^o I b ^jyjiaS Jus Wilt thou surely strike, 

y c s- o • 

O toomanf, then, if you pause (IY)], you say ^yty&i ^ 

[and tf&yaS J^ (IY)], by restoring the ^ of the pi. [and 
the 15 of the 2nd pers. sing, fern.] (M). For the 
predicament of this ^ is [like] that of the Tanwln 
[above] : therefore, as you substitute an I for the Tanwln 
in the ace. [497, 640], so you substitute an I for this ^ , 
when what precedes it is pronounced with Fath ; and, as 
the Tanwln is suppressed in the nom. and gen. [640], so 
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this ^ is suppressed, when what precedes it is pro- 
nounced with Danim or Kasr. And, when the ^ is 
suppressed, the ^ , which is the pron. of the pl. f is 
restored [614], because of the removal of the quiescent 
after it, vid. the ^ of corroboration. And the ^ also, 
which is the sign of the ind., is restored [614], because, 
it was elided only on account of the uninflectedness of 
the v.j [consequent] upon the attachment of the ^ of 
corroboration to it [402, 406, 610] : and, since the cause of 
uninflectedness is removed, inflection is restored, because 
of the removal of its preventive, and the presence of its 
requirer [404], vid. resemblance [of the aor. to the ?i.] ; 
and then the ^ , which is the sign of [inflection in the 
2nd pers., pi. masc. and sing, fem., of] the ind. [405], 
is restored. Y used to substitute a ^ or ^ for the single 
^ [of corroboration], when preceded by a letter pro- 
nounced with Damin or Kasr, respectively, by analogy 
to the ,j [preceded by a letter] pronounced with Fatli, 

saying yA%l for jj^&i*! Do ye dread, and {S ^^\ for 

<* • 
AjuL=*t Do thou [fem.] dread, which is analogous to 
>*? ^ 

[the practice of] those who substitute [a ^ or ,5] for the 
Tanwln [640] in the 110m. or gen., [respectively]. But 
S does not allow that (IY). 
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CIIx\PTER IV. 



THE OATH. 



§. 650. The oath is common to the n. and v. [625]. 
It is a prop. y verbal, as aJJL oU-U* / have sworn by 
(rocZ or ^+^1 or v^uJ I [below], and &JU| aXc GW ftas 
known or aJUl jv-law Groi knows, or nominal, as J^#jlI [27, 
29] or dLjt w*.*J Assuredly thy father's life or *JJ| ^*J 
Assuredly God's life, and xU! ^a+j GWs oo^A [29] or 
ai-lf J>^' [below] or *Jjf llf [651], and aJLlf fcU* God's 



UJ -c » " - 



tfrws* [below], and xJUl J^a ^JU [29], whereby a prop., 

«$\, as ^Ajiiif Assuredly I will do, or ne^f., as Jjtil ^ / 
to ill not do [652], is corroborated [654] (M). The verbal 
prop, in the oath is &JJU uiJL*! I swear by God or 
kJUo **»:>' I , and the like. And, since these vs. are not 
self-trans., they put a prep., vid. the ^ [653, 654], to 
convey the idea of swearing to the swom-by [below] 
(IY) : Khi says " You put these ps. [653] only because 
[by means of them] you attach your swearing to the 
sworn-by, as by means of the o you attach [your 
passing implied in] ^syo (S, IY) to Zaid in your saying 
OuvJ o;vx> [503] (IY), except that the v. [sometimes] 
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occurs understood in this cat. [651, 653], and that the 
oath is a corroboration" (S). There are some vs., such 
as [ IjjCj (Jh, KF)] J^' I testify, [meaning i_ft-U*| I 
swear, by such a thing (Jh, KF),] |*-U! / know, and 

o^Jl I have sworn [above], that contain the sense of 
the oath, and are therefore treated like oiJU»t , the v. 

til -c 

occurring [as a correl.] after them, as after &JJ! • By 
God. The nominal prop, is <*JL+*J and viLol ^jj and 
&JUI ^+*J, where ^ is an inch., the J in it being the J 
of inception [604]; while the enunc. is suppressed [29, 
651], constructively ^^ mine oath or {S ^L^ , because 
of the length of the sentence, by reason of the sworn-to 
[below], on which account the suppression is inseparable 
[from it], as the suppression of the enunc. is inseparable 

[from <x£ 5£J ] in \SJ J,lii Jsj) $ J [29], because of the 
length of the sentence, by reason of the correl. (IY). 

1 -c 9 s> 

The meaning of xJUl ^Mt> is what God has sworn by, 

vid. uJJjh XCL 1. [538], JUL/?: XCII. 1. [498, 657], 

^^jJLftj XCIII. 1. By the forenoon [657], and the 
like; or the oath that is [sworn] by His Names^ as 

sJJl^ [below], &1*XM 1^5 By the Lord of the Ka { ba, 

i^JUcJl^ By the Creator, and the like : and the sense is 

^ *-U| ,j.a*j God's oafA (7s mne oath) [29] (R), 



. 
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And hence ali\ ^+j| (IY). According to S (R), ^4ot 

ill *o J J ° • 

[in *JJ| ^♦j.I (IY, R), which is peculiar to the oath 
(ML), inasmuch as it is not used elsewhere, being thus 
distinguished from ^^1 occurring in the like of &JJI ^^.1 

s\L The oaths of the people are true, or faithful, 
about which there is no dispute at all, since it is a w., 
pi. of ^a+j oath, by common consent (DM),] is a serzg. 
(IY, R, ML) n. (IY, ML), applied to denote the oa*& 
(IY) ; not a p., contrary to the opinion of Zj and Rm 
(ML), who say that it is a prep. (DM) ; and not pi. of 
ijjl^ , contrary to the opinion of the KK [below] (ML) : 

derived from ^11 (IY, R, ML), i. q. RS^i blessing (IY, 
R, DM), as though they swore by God's blessing (IY) : 
always (ML) (a) governed in the nom. [653, 655], by 
inchoation, its enunc. being [necessarily (DM)] suppres- 
sed (IY, ML), because known, as in the case of *-U| ^xS 
[above], constructively ^^ or ^u+j , and the like (IY), 
l e., ^m* *Jjf &^ God's blessing (is mine oath) (R) ; 
and (b) pre. to the name of God : contrary lo the 
opinion of (a) IDh, who allows it to be governed in the 

ill 'O 9 ° -o 

<jrerc. by the jurative p., [vid. the ^ , as *JJt ^j-v.lj By t" 6 
oath of God (DM)] ; (6) IM, who allows it to ho pre. to 
SulxJt [653] and the vj of the pron. [651] ; and (c) IU, 
who allows it to be an enunc. , the suppressed being the> 
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^ncA., l. e., xJJl ^^jf < s +a*J> (Mine oath is) God's oath 
(ML) : and its Hainza is [on#. (R)] cow;. [651, 667] 
(R, ML), contrary to the opinion of the XK [below] 
(ML), as is proved by the fact that Kasr of its Hamza 
[below] is allowed ; though, from frequency of usage, Fath 
of the Hamza [668] is more prevalent. But it seems 
improbable that the Hamza should be pronounced orig. 
with Kasr, and then with Fath for lightness, because 
there is no JL*il with Kasr of the Hamza among ns. or 
vs.] and it also seems improbable that Jutit should be an 
original sing. (R). According to the KK [651], v j^| is 

pl. of ,jjl*j oath (R, DM), so that &JU| ^j^\ is like 
xjjf ijjl^ [above] (R) : and its Hamza is disj. (R, DM) ; 
but is made conj. for lightness, from frequency of usage, 
as Khl says of the Hamza in the determinative Jf 
[below] (R). Their argument is that this measure is 

peculiar to the pl, like ^JlSl and (jJU I [237] (DM), 
which is refuted by the fact that Kasr of the Hamza 
[below], and Fath of the * , are allowable, [so that c j*j! 
is said (DM)] ; whereas the like [pronunciation] is not 
allowable in the pl., such as {mr Xs\ and ^J^l [above] 

(ML), so that (jJli^ is not said (DM) : and by the saying 
of [Abti Mibjan (ITB, Syt)] Nusaib [Ibn Rabah 
alBalawi (Jsh)] 

Digiti*. \ 
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[651] (ML) Then said the party of the people, when 
I entreated them, " Fes "; and a party said " J5?/ God's 
oath, tee know not " (Jsh), where he elides its I [669] in 
the interior [of the sentence] (ML), after the J of incep- 
tion ( Jsh) ; though the KK may say that it is exclu- 
sively distinguished [among pis. of this measure] by 
that [elision], because of frequency of usage (DM). 

The J of inception is prefixed to it, as [to ^& ] in 

&JUI w+jJ [above]; and hence >>)! ^iJl ^j^s JUi [above]. 
And its Hamza is pronounced with Fath, because this 
n. is indecL, not being used except in the oath alone ; 
so that it resembles the p., and is therefore pronounced 
with Fath [of the Hamza], by assimilation to the 
Hamza prefixed to the determinative J [above] : but Y 
has transmitted xJUt ^^>\ [651] with Kasr of the Hamza 
[above]. As for &3L0I in xJUt RjLol , it also is governed 
in the nom. by inchoation, the enunc. being suppressed 

[651, 655] (IY). What is meant by &JJ? *IUf is zvhat 
He has enjoined upon His creatures, vid. obedience 
to Him, as though it were a trust committed by Him 
to them, that it was necessary for them to render entire 
unto Him: the Kur has oIj+mJI ^JU ^jU^I Llo ~d U J 



( 879 ) 



y^loyXb &* **[ a Utf! XXXIII. 72. Verily We 
offered the trust, [meaning obedience (K, B),] to the 
heavens and the earth and the mountains ; and they 
refused to undertake it, and were afraid of it. And 
man undertook it : verily he was wrongful^ igno- 
rant (R), where obedience is named trust, because it 
[must be present, as the trust (K)] must be rendered 

# (K, B). * And tX^c in &JJ I J^gx {S k^ [below] is governed 

in the nom. by inchoation, while ( JU is its enunc. ; the 

form being like 0o\ JjJI ^ [28], but the sense being 

I swear by God (IY). One property of the two props., 
[the oath and its correl. (IY),] is that, [since one of 
them is corroborated by the other (IY),] they are 
equivalent to one prop, [compounded of two terms, such 
as the inch, and enunc. (IY)], like the two props, of 
the prot. and apod. [419] (M) : so that, as, when you 
. mention the inch, alone, or the enunc. alone, it does not 
import any material sense, so, when you mention one of 

the two props., as &JUL oiJl=*f [above], without the 

other, it is like your saying Jo\ Zaid alone in lack of 
material sense (IY). And suppression of the second 
[prop. (IY)], upon indication, is as allowable here, 
[e. g M in your saying to one that has thrown himself 

into harm &JUtj oJCU Thou hast perished^ by God, 

87 a 
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(assuredly thou hast perished), meaning csJCli* 0<&1 &JUl£ 
(IY),] as it was there (M), e. g., in oJUi ^1 pAis ufr 
I shall be a wrong-doer, if I do, (I shall be a wrong- 
doer) [419] (IY). The correl. of the oath is suppressed 
when the oath (l) intervenes as a par. [1] (IH), i. e., 
occupies the middle [of the sentence (R), between the 
parts of the prop, that indicates the correl. of the oath 

(Jin)], as Jj Is xJJl^ <X>\ Ziid, by brod, is standing 
[below] (WIH, R, Jm) and ^ aJjfij ^L> Zaid, by God r 
stood, and, in the Nahj alBalagha, &JJ t tyU aJJ t^ Juf 
2%e# Aave, 6?/ GW, ™e£ GW [575, 577] (R) ; or (2) is 
preceded by what indicates it (IH), as &JJt^ |*SLs &j\ 
Zaid is standing, by God [below] (WIH, R, Jm) and 
&IjT; J03 *U Zaid stood, by God (R) : because [in these 
two cases (Jm)] the oath is independent of [repetition of 
(WIH)] the correl. (WIH, Jm), on account of the 
presence of what indicates it (Jm). This sentence that, 
the oath is intermediate in, or posterior to, is, as respects 
the sense, the correl. of the oath; and is a quasi-coin- 
pensation for that correl., like the correl. of the 

condition in ^aa^'I ^1 ^LoS I / shall honor thee, if thou 
come to me, as before mentioned [41&] (R). But the 
prop* mentioned, though, according to the sense, a 
correl. of the oath, is, according to the form, named 
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only the indicator of the correl., not the correl., for 
which reason the sign of the correl. of the oath [652] is 
not necessary in it (Jm). Sometimes the jurative prop. 
is followed by a context indicative of the correl, which 
is therefore suppressed [333], although this context is 
not, like the two [indicators above] mentioned, a correl. 
in respect of the sense, as yj+s- JLaJ^ y&Jt}\^ LXXXIX. 
1. [(I swear) by the daybreak and the first ten nights 
of Dhu-lHijja, where the sworn -to is suppressed (K, 
B)], i. e., ^jjJAjuJ* c j<X=>«jJ assuredly they shall be 
taken, and shall be punished, because indicated by 
LXXXIX. 5. [207] (R). Suppression of the correl. of 
the oath is (l) necessary, when the oath is preceded, or 
enclosed, by what stands instead of the correl., as 

&-LH5 fSU <X?3 and ^SU &XJIJ <Jo\ [above] :.(a) if you say 

f$\3 &\ & *JJ|. <X^ or ^SUJ Zaid, by God ) is such that 
verily he is standing, or Zaid is such that, by God, 
verily he is standing, what follows the oath may be 
either (a) an enunc. to what precedes the oath, [the 
correl. being suppressed, because indicated by what 
encloses the oath (DM)] ; or (6) a correl., the aggregate 
of the oath and its correl. being the enunc. [of the 
inch. (DM)] : ^2) allowable, in other cases, as v^L2;Ljfr 

Lr^ LXXIX. 1. [By the bands of Angels vehemently 
tearing out the souls from the bodies, (assuredly ye 

Digiiu 
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shall 63 raised from the dead), the sworn- to being 
suppressed (K)], i. e., <j>axa.;cJ , as is indicated by what 
follows it (ML), vid. the mention of the resurrection 
(K). Suppression of the jurative prop, is very frequent 
[651], and is necessary with the jurative ps. other than 
the ^ [653] : and, wherever ^Ui^l or Jotf JJiJ or j.*3 ^jJSJ 
occurs, when not preceded by a jurative prop., there a ju- 
rative^rop. is supplied, as IJ0J0& U<Xc *Oo<Xc^ XXVII. 
21. (By God,) assuredly I will punish it with a severe 
punishment, III. 145. And, (by God J assuredly etc. 
[432], and LIX. 12. [599,652]; while it is disputed 
whether such as ,*3lJ> JoU [below] and *5lj> (003 ^1 or 

*3 UJ must be a correl of an oath, or not (ML). Some- * 

times the jurative prop, is suppressed, because indicated 

by an adv., one of the regs. of the v. occurring as correl., 

as \jQy& *l*il !5) and ^x*£lx)\ \J>y& [206], from the 

frequency of the usage of yc^t with the oath, together 

with the fact that its sense is tjo) ever [206] and eUJI 

decidedly, so that it contains such a corroboration as 

imports the sense of the oath. And, on account of its 

importing the sense of the oath, it sometimes precedes 

its op., standing in the place of the jurative prop., even 

if its op. be conjoined with a p. that prevents an op. 

from governing what precedes it, like the ^ of corrobo- 

ration [610] and [the neg.] Lo [498, 546], as ^JUSl $ J^^ 
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Never indeed will I come to thee and dLj'lL? yjby* 

Never will I come to thee, the object being that ^c^ 
should supply the place of the oath. But sometimes 
it it used otherwise than in the oath, as 

(R), by Rabl'a Ibn Makriim aclDabbl, This is my praise, 
because of that good tuhich I have con/erred 



May I never cease to be cool in eye, envied ! (AKB). 
One of the ps. of assent also stands in the place of the 
jurative prop,, vid. y^ l. q. 1*3 [556], the connecting 
link being that assent is a corroboration and confirmation, 
like the oath : you say ^JUiif wl^ Yea, assuredly I will 
do j as though you said ^jlxi^ &JJI ^ ^%j Yes, by God, 
assuredly I will do. But sometimes ^ju=> is put without 

any oath 3 as in pJI ^oUJI ^X^ ^^ [556]. It is 
uninfi. upon Kasr, but is sometimes pronounced with 
Fath ; and sometimes it is pronounced with Tanwin, by 
poetic license, as in *>J| v^aawI &JISU ^ [556], which is cited 
as evidence by those who hold it to be a n. [556], 
Sometimes the mention of the oath is deemed sufficient, 
without mention of the sworn-by [below T ], as in 

Gi^ il» J^vS p ^ JC* # *jj^ iSLsf ^i p" jUiti 
Digitized by i 
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[651, 652] (R), by Imra al Kais, Then I swear, if any 
thing, meaning any man, but thou were such that his 
messenger had come to us, (we would have repulsed 
him). But we did not find any way of repulse for 
thee (AKB), i. e., 20 pwJb U^ ^H Li Then I swear (by 
what is sworn by). And often the correl. of the oath, 
if corroborated by the ^ [611, 613], is deemed sufficient 
without the oath, as &k>y6*$ Assuredly I will strike 
thee, because the ^ has [certain specified] positions, and 
does not occur in pure enunciation, as |jo^ \j*y^ [612] ; 
but, as for such [phrases] as xJLJI *+*» jjlJ III. 177. 

Assuredly God hath heard and J5U joJ [above], there 
exists no evidence that they are carrels, of the oath, 
contrary to the opinion of the KK [652]. And some- 
times l&*> Truly, LuSLj certainly lxk.2 decidedly, and 
what resembles them, stand in the place of the oath, as 
^jlx.h'3 \1L Truly, 1 iv ill assuredly do. And so does 
*$S [598], when not [denoting] reprehension, as ^S 
^j44J CIV. 4. ]SFow, assuredly etc. [406], And so also 
does the obligation of a vow, as ^jlxi if f dS ^JLc xJU 
Such a thing is a vow to God, binding upon me, 
assuredly I will do ; or of a covenant, as &JJ I t^j^oL* 
^Ixi ^ I have covenanted with God, assuredly Twill 
do % and ^kx±*$ &JJ I Jcg.^ ^-U [above] (R). The object 
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of the oath is corroboration of what is sworn to, whether 
off. or neg., as ^sV AiV } By God, assuredly I will 
stand and ^yf $> *i>T; By God, assuredly I mil not 
stand, where you corroborate your announcement, in 
order to remove doubt from the person addressed. This 
involves three things, a corrob. prop. [652], a corrobor- 
ated prop. [652], and a n. sworn by (IY). The corrob. 

9 © $> 9 O •& 

prop, is the oath (M), vid. ^s I [above], ^jJ^\ , and the 
like, such as <Xg-£ I and jJU I ; and similarly *JUI y+xi and 
JjT^f(IY). The corroborated [prop. (IY)] is the 
sworn-to (M). If it be a v., the oath applies to it, as 

^^aJLiaJwJ &JU G v-cJL^I 7 stoear by God, assuredly thou 
shalt depart ; but, if it be a p., followed by a sub. and 
pred., what the oath applies to, in sense, is the pred, 
[652], as (jJliaJuJ IJ03 ,jl aJJ!^ i?y GW, verily Zaid is 
departing and *5L? JoJ &JUt; #3/ (roc?, assuredly Zaid 
is standing, where the oath corroborates the departure 
and the standing, not Zaid (IY). And the n. whereto 
the oath is made to adhere [653], in order that it may 
thereby be magnified, and rendered solemn, is the 
sworn-by (M), which is every name or ep. of God, and 
the like, vid. what is magnified [657], according to 
them, as 
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[652] (IY), by Zuhair Ibn Abl Sulma Rabi'a alMuzani, 
Then I have sworn hy the House (meaning the Ka'ba) 
that men, who built it, q/the tribes* of Kuraish and 
Jurhum, circled round (EM), because they were wont 
to magnify the House. The Prophet forbade swearing 
by any but God [651] : but, in the Kur, the oath by His 
created things often occurs, to express magnification 
of, and veneration for, the command of the Creator, 
since in magnification of the work there is magnification 
of the Worker; and hence CIII. 1, 2. [518, 469, 652], 
Ci i^L>JdJT j LI. 1. By the winds scattering the dust 
about (K, B)], ^JL^jTv^iS ,UJlJ LI. 7. [368], and C. 
1. [246, 652] (IY). 

§. 651. The oath being frequent in their speech, 
they take many liberties with it, and study [different] 
kinds of abbreviation. Hence (1) the suppression of (a) 
the v. [653] in jjjt^ (M), meaning kJJL <JjuLf ({ 
swear) by God, the jurative v. being often suppressed 
[650], because it is known, and can be dispensed with, as 
jUkl jj&5 J^liT &i*tiU XXXI. 12. (I swear) by God r 
verily polytheism is a great wrong, according to one 
of the two constructions : (b) the sworn-by [650], which 
they sometimes suppress, contenting themselves with 
the indication of it by the v., as ^xty ^\ I swear 
(by God), assuredly I will do, meaning *JUL> ^1 , ' 
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because it is frequently used, and the person addressed 
knows what is meant : the poet says v>J| ^\ *«**• Li 

[564> 652 1 , and another says ^\ yi *^Jsli [650, 652]: 
(a) the jurists say that, if a man said *^j?| I make oath 
or v^L^l I swear or 4X3.C0 1 / bear ivitness ) and after- 
words broke the oath, the expiation of a violated oath 
would be incumbent upon him, because his expression is 
turned to the sense of aJUL j*^'! / swear (by God) and 
the like, since the Muslim is obliged, when he swears, to 
swear by God, for which reason the Prophet says 
o^^ajuU ,1 aJJL ^JLsxJli LoJL^ tb^tV Whoso is about 
to swear, let him swear by God, or let him hold his 
peace [650] (IY): (c) the enunc. [of the inchoatival 

'9e s„ 

prop., as (IY)] in d*+*S (29, 650] and its congeners (M.), 
viLuJ and &JJI &:>Lc| [650], [the pre. ns. in] all of which 
aie inchs., whose entities, are suppiessed, for abbrevia- 
tion, because of the length of the sentence, by reason of 
the correl. (IY), the sense being *o j*^*! I* JJUi 
Assuredly thy life (is zckat I swear by) (il), [or] 

9 *> i> a 

*j 1^*1 Ux (is part 0/ w?Aa£ I swear by) (K on XV. 
72), [or] {S JJ (is mine oath) (B), whence XV. 72. 
[521], as though He swore by the continuance, and 
life, of the prophet, [in order to honor him (K)J for 

which reason Ibn 'Abbas says " God has not sworn by 

88a 
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the life of any other than the Prophet (peace be upon 
him!) " (IY) : (a) if the n., that you make an inch., be 

ill -o 9 9 O ' 

specifically assigned to the oath, as in *JJ| u j*j| [650] 

and A.**) [29], suppression of the enunc. is necessary, 
as before explained in the cat. of the inch. [29], because 
that expression indicates the particular enunc., vid. 

9 * £> y 

*o J***?! Co , while the correl. supplies the place of the 
enunc. : but, if it be not specifically assigned to the oath, 

as in aJUt ibLol and &JJI Jl^c and *JJ| ^a^j [29,650], 
you may suppress the enunc., as ^^-Ui^ &JJt &UI God's 
trust (is what I swear by), assuredly I will do and 
&JUI tX-g.jt God's covenant etc., and &JUI ^^j GWs oath 

ill «o > • .<-£ * / ^ „ 

e£c. ; or express it, as &JUI kjUI ^^ GW s trust is binding 
upon me, [assuredly I will do,] and x-Ut <X£J& c5 -l& 
(rod's covenant is etc., and *JJt <j-v^ ^5-^ 6rc?a 5 oa£A 
25 e£c. : and similarly you say ^ixi^ auxXJt 2^6 Ka'ba 
(7s wAa£ I swear by), assuredly etc., and oL^uo+Jt 7%e 
Holy .goo^ (etc.), or JijtiSf ^jj jUaXJf The Ka'ba is 

mine oath^ assuredly etc. [and ^J\ iS ^^t vjLA*a*J! The 
Holy Book is mine oath, etc.] : (b) Fr says that, if the 

/)6"/ ill * ) J«/ 

inch, be an abstract n. [3], as in ^L+sl! and xJJ t [ j^\ , 
then the correl. of the oath is its enunc. ; and there is 
no need to supply another enunc, because ^JL*xJ is 
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an oa*h, and ^^Ltiif also is an oath, so that the former 
is [identical with] the latter : but this is of no account, 

because the y+& i. q. *Ub continuance is the sworn-by, 
while ^^Lxiil is the sworn-to; and this cannot be [identi- 
cal with] that : and so may one say of aJJ t xjU I and 
aJUf <j^jJ and the like (R) : (d) the ^ of ^^1 [below], 
and its Hamza [650, 667, 669] in the interior [of the 
sentence] (M) : (a) hence it is understood that [in Z's 
opinion, as here implied,] the elision of the Hamza of 
^^j! in the interior [of the sentence] is one of the 
liberties taken by them in the oath, analogy requiring 
its retention in the interior [of the sentence] : but that 
is derived from the theory of the KK [650], that the 
word is a pl. } and its Hamza disj., being made conj. only 
from frequency of usage ; and is the view of IK and 
IDh : while, according to us, the matter is not so (IY) : 

(6) as for JLM^J and &JJI ^1 , with Fath and Kasr of 
the Hamza, together with Damm of the ^ , they are 
contracted from ^^1 , with Fath and Kasr of the 
Hamza [650]; and sometimes sJJl ^ is said, with 
conversion of the Hamza pronounced with Fath into * 
[690] ; and sometimes the & is elided, together with the 
^ , so that, aJLM f T and *-UT|J , with Fath and Kasr of 
the Hamza, are said : (c) what is contracted from ^4fk 

Dsgsv 
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used only with the word JOT ; not with xliCJl , as ^j^jJ 

is used therewith [650] (E) : (d) Y asserts that the I of 11} 
is conj. ; and so the Arabs treat it, pronouncing the I with 
Fath, as they pronounce the I in Ji>Jt [59 9 J with Fath 
[668] : and similarly [the Hauiza of] ^^ t : the poet says 
v>Jf *yLM (J-?vi JUi [650], which Ave have heard from the 
Arabs thus [recited] (S) : (e) the ^ of &o and ^ [653] : 
(f) the jurative /)., without compensation, in *1JI and &Ii I 
[503, 514, 515, 655] ; and, with compensation, in &JU I U> 
[552], xJU I , and &JJ Li I [o56] : (2) substitution of a ^ for 
the jurative p., [i. e., the 5 (IY),] in *JU Is [506, 653] 
(M), as XII. 85. [454] and XII. 91. [575] (IY) : (3) 
their preference for Fatha over Damma, which is better 
known in y+& (M), whence your saying in the oath 
^pUi^ Jw+stJ [29, 650]: (a) ^ continuance, life, has 
three JiaJ. vars., (a) %.*-e with Fath of the c , and 
quiescence of the .. ; (6) ^ with Panctm of the t , and 
quiescence of the * ; and ic) ^ with Damm of both [ g 

• ^ O ^ Jill •OSS- %■ 

and r* ] • (b) you say oL*^ *JU| Jib I (ro<i prolong, or 
lengthen, thy life! or J^.£ or J^ : but, when you 
come to the oath, you use only the [dial. var.~] pronounced 
with Fath of the g , because it is the lightest of the 
three dial, vars.; while, the oath being frequent, they 
adopt the lightest [form] for it (IY). 

■ 
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§. 652. The oath is of two kinds, either an adjura- 

tion [654], as iJJ f dbfjuio [below], &JU I d3++* I have 
besought God to prolong thy life or I have entreated 

thee by thy confession of God's eternity, aJJl d++* 

[41] and adUTjJorf [Part I, Notes, p. 42 A], and &JJb 

^JUixJ [below], and sometimes J^jJ [650, 651] ; or not 
an adjuration. The correL of the adjuration is a com- 
mand, prohibition, or interrogation, as 

[654] (R), by the Majnun of Lailh,, addressing her 
husband, (I adjure thee) by thy faith, hast thou 
draiun Lailcl close to thee, a little before dawn, or 
hast thou kissed her mouth ? (Jsh). It is [sometimes] 
headed by 5l or UJ , as oJUi ^1 *JJ? dbjcij / have 

• ° y y C ^ 

adjured thee by God [above], etc. [95] or cyJUi UJ 
[559]. But °J in *Jj 5f J/ Jji£T [Part I, p. 42 A] is 
red [564]. And sometimes one says in adjuration 
^jJLjLcjd xJJ b (I adjure thee) by God, assuredly thou 
' shalt do [above], where the correL is an enunciation, in 
the sense of a command (R). The oath [that is not an 
adjuration (Jm)] is correlated [547, 549] (M, IH), i. e. 
confronted (R), meaning answered (R, Jm), with [a 
correl. containing (WIH) three things (M)], the J and 
^ , [when the correl is aff. (WIH),] and the neg. p. 
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(M, IH), Co or Si (Jni), when it is neg. (WIH), as Jj b 
^ixiil ify GW, assuredly I will do and ^!JJ sibt 
verily thou art going and ^JUi u I have not done and 

Joiilif / ^^^7Z not do (M). Since the oath and the 
correl. are, each of them, & prop. [650], which is an 
expression for every independent phrase, standing by 
itself ; but each of them has some dependence upon the' 
other; therefore cops, are unavoidable, to connect one 
of them with the other, as the cond. p. connects the 
prot. with the apod. [419] : so that two ps. are assigned 
to affirmation, vid. the J [600] and ^t [517]; and two 
to negation, vid. Lo [546] and ^ [547]. The reason why 
these [four] ps. [below] must occur as [cops, for] a correU 
of the oath is that the sentence is begun with them. 
And, on that account, the o [540] does not occur as [a 
cop. for] a correl. of the oath, because the sentence is 
not begun with it (IY). The correl. [of the oath (R)] 
is either a nominal, or a verbal (WIH, R) prop. (WIH) ; 
and is either aff. or neg. (R). If it be a nominal prop., 

then, (1) if aff., it is attended by ^| , as fjo^ | jjjf^ 

jb~U [427]; or the J , as ^Xs jJJJ nJUfj [650]; and 

sometimes by both combined, as ^ UJ fjo\ <jl adLff: , for 
corroboration, and for connection of the correl. with the 
oath (WIH) : the Kur has alljp! U ^ujl oUoCftj Im, 



( 893 ) 



*"". "' 



xflLo &JLJ -i XLIV. 1, 2. Ha- Mlm. By the clear 
Scripture, verily We revealed it in a blessed night 
[518], CIII 1, 24518, 469, 650], and ^J jlsf\ ^ 

d*x& C. 6. Verily man to his Lord is ungrateful 
after C. 1. [246, 650]; and [the corroboration in] the 
correl. [headed] by ^\ falls upon the pred. [650], 
because it is in the sense of the v. (IY) : (a) the aff. 
nominal [prop.] is headed by <jl , uncontracted [517] or 
contracted [525] ; or by the J [600] : (b) this J is the J 
of inception [604], importing corroboration, there being 
no difference between it and ^t , except as respects the 
government [of the latter] ; and the oath is answered 
with them because they import that corroboration for 
the sake of which the oath is uttered : (c) the J intro- 
duced after ^1 [521, 604] also is orig. the J of inception; 
and therefore this J , i. e., the J of the correl. of the 
oath, is not prefixed to anything except what the J 
.occurring after <jt is prefixed to : (d) the opinion of the 
KK is that the J in the like of ^ U Jo J [650] also is 
[the J of] the correl. of the oath, the oath before it 
being supplied ; and, this being so, there is no J of 
inception in existence, according to them : but the better 
{opinion] is that the J in ^ U <XrJ is the J of inception 
importing corroboration, the oath not being supplied, 
as is done by the, KK, because the 0. f is that there 
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should be no supplying, while the corroboration sought 
from the [supplied] oath is realized from the J (R) : (2) 

if ^6^., it is attended by U or ^ , as *3 U* Jov U kJU I • i?# 

GW, Zai'cZ is wo* standing or US U [107], and $ xJUU 

•w^t Sl^ JjJ 1 (_£* Jov 5?/ GW, ^ae'd e's no£ en fAe house 

nor 'Amr [100] (WIH) : the Kur has ^xllsf l^iyCs ^5? 

JL\ J^x> l£) Lo J^j> J^j XIV. 46. What ! and had ye not 
sworn before^ there should not be for you any removal? 
(IY), i. e., by death (K, B) : (a) the neg. nominal 
[P ro P-] ls leaded by (a) Co [38, 107, 546], op. according 
to the people of AlHijaz, and inop. according to others; 
(6) the *$ of exemption [36, 99, 547], in its various states; 

(c) ^| [550], as pSU Jo^ <j|*JJt ^ ity God, Zaid is not 
standing (R). If it be a verbal [pro/?.], then, (1) i£ aff., 
(a) when its v. is a pre*., it is attended by the J , with 
Jo , as pUs cXJU *JJL [427] ; or without it, as A&) &JUfj 

[below] ; and sometimes by Jo alone, as XCI. 9. [433, 
575, 600] (WIH), where the J is suppressed because of 
the length [of the interval between the oath and correl.J 
(B) : (a) with the off. pret,, the best way is to combine 
the J and jo* [577], as "L jJiJ JjTJ [600] (R) : [for,] 
when the J is prefixed to the pret., the phrase is not 
good unless Jo be with it, as As JJL) aJJl^ [above], 
because Jo approximates the past to the present, as 
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yjyi\ ^ &J>1) \SL> C jJijS oiJ ^Ub XII. 73. By 
God, assuredly ye have known, we have not come to 
do evil in the land and XII. 91. [575] (IY) : (6) in the 
case of j*x3 and ^^ , however, the J alone is put [604], 

since JlS is not prefixed to them, because of their 
aplasticity [575], as 

(R), by Zuhair Ibn Abi Sulm<\, An oath, Ua^ being 
[governed in the ace. as (EM)] an inf. n. [corrob. 
(AKB)] of ^^wgJ?t [39, 40] in the preceding verse 
*>J| o^A^sU [650], assuredly such that most excellent 
are the two chiefs have ye been found to be, in every 
state, easy and hard I (EM, AKB), meaning by " the 
two chiefs" AlHarith Ibn 'Auf and Harim Ibn Sinan 
(EM) : (c) JjJ &JUlj [above] is allowable, but not 
frequent, whence ^J\ ^^aJo JjJ IM [23] (IY), the J in 
Jjii being [the J of] the correL of an oath understood, 
constructively JjJ &JJ|^ IJ>| (T) ; and ^Jf L$J o^JU* 
[below] (IY) : [for,] if the sentence be long, or there be 
some exigency of metre, restriction to one of them is 
allowable, as XCI. 9. [above], where the J is not put 
because of the length [of the sentence]; and L$J ouii^ 
pJ| [575, 577, 600] (R), where the connection is effected 

by the J , without JJ> , because of the exigency of the 
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metre ( AKB) : but [the suppressed] Jo must be supplied 
After the J , because the J of inception is not prefixed to 
the bare pret '[577, 604] ; and restriction to the J is 
more frequent than the converse : (d) as for such as 

^J| l^Lgx) I yi ^f j%-^Li [564, 651], the opinion of S is that 

jj! is subsidiary [to the oath], like the J [599, 601] in 

&Lojy c5 ^i^ £yJ (By GodJ if thou come to me> 

assuredly I will honor thee ; and, in that case, the J in 
^\J3 is [the J of] the oorrel. of the oath [600], not [the 

J of ] the correL of y [602] (R) : and similarly the 

o -g. 

correl. would belong to the oath, if ^f were absent, as 
in dlL&^yy o-iJJy &JUI j By God, if thou stoodest, assur- 

S 9 Q £^ 

edly I would honor thee (AKB); sothat r iny *m*sU 
*>Jf bu| %^ [650, 651], the correl. of the oath, [con- 
struetively, as mentioned by Fr and others, sUxi jJ , on 
the evidence of Uijgo (AKB),] is suppressed (R), not 
the correL of ^J , this being required by the rule for 
the combination of the oath and condition [427] (AKB) : 
(b) when its v. is an aor+> it is attended by the J , with 

the ^ of corroboration, as ^y>^^ &-UU [6 IS]; and> extra- 

* > *^ 
ordinarily, without it, as ^^ (WIH) : (a) the a/T. aor. 

is mostly headed by the J , and terminated by the <j , 
as ^.yo^ xJJf ^ jBv GW, assuredly I will strike; unless 
the J be prefixed to a prepos. reg, of the aor. y as in III. 
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152. [75, 613], which contains the J alone ; or to a p. of 
amplification [578], as in XIX 67. [600], in which case 
likewise you do not put the ^ , contenting yourself with 
one of the two signs of futurity, and dispensing with the 
other : (6) it seldom happens that the aor. is devoid of 
the J , the ^ being deemed sufficient, as in #J\ swo J^aS) 

[600] : (c) according to the BB [613], it is not allowable 
to content yourself with the J , and dispense with the ^ , 
except in a case of metric exigency [614] : but the KK 
allow it, without any [such] exigency ; and, agreeably 
with their opinion, it is related that Fr allows the J and 
<j to be interchangeable ; the poet [Zaid alFawaris Ibn 
Husain Ibn Dirar adDabbl (T, AKB)] says 

(R) Ibn Aus swore an oath, assuredly he would [take 
me prisoner, and then grant me grace, and (AKB)] 
restore me to women as though they w re pokers or 
spits (T, AKB), because of their being burnt by love 
for, and grief over, me : then I did with him the like of 
what he purposed to do with me (AKB) : (d) all of this 
is if the aor. be future : whereas, if it be present, the 
majority allow its occurrence as a correl. of the oath; 
contrary to the opinion of Mb, [who disallows it,] because 
the present, being actually in existence, does not need 
to be corroborated by the oath ; and properly it should 
be allowed, since many an existing [matter, when] not 
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witnessed, is deniable : [Ks, says (AKB)] Fr [in his 
commentary on XVII. 90. (AKB),] has cited [to me 
the verse of AlKumait Ibn Ma'ruf (AKB)] dJ <dj &3 

el oufUs [613] (R), where the sense is assuredly my 
Lord (now) knows (AKB); and you say (5 JUxJ &JtM^ 

Jo\ By God, assuredly Zaid is praying, where you 
must content yourself with the J , and do not put the ^ , 
because it is the sign of the future (R) : (e) BD says 
" If the aor. be in the sense of the present, it is corro- 
borated by the J , without the ^ , because the latter is 
peculiar to the future, as ^ I Ju\ ^xJlaJ &JU I ^ 5?/ Groa, 
assuredly Zaid now does, or is now doing: this usage is 
disallowed by the BB, who, in its stead, avail themselves 
of the [nominal] prop, headed by the corrob. [p.], as 
^y I J^aajJ tJo\ ^f «JJ ! ^ By God, verily Zaid now does, 
or is now doing ; but is allowed by the KK, whose 
opinion is attested by the reading of Ibn Kathlr ^3^ 

SLoUaJ I pjjo LXXVI. 1. Assuredly I swear etc. [56G] 

** ^ •"* 

and the saying of the poet cited by Fr ^J\ sib ^^ 
[above] " (AKB) : (2) if neg. } (a) when its v. is a pret., 
it is attended by U [546] or $ [547], as Jo^ pli bo *JJf ^ 
By God, Zaid has not stood or ^li 5f w£W no* staTic? 
(WIH) : (a) the 7ie#. ^re£. is [headed] by U , as *JJf ^ 
Jj U [above] (R) : the Kur has ^S^^jo l*S U Lo> *WJ.| 
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VI. 23. By God, our Lord, we have not been poly- 
theists and tyU Lc *JJ U ^^Ai^so IX. 75. They swear by 

God, they have not said (IY) : (b) if negatived by Nf or 
£jt [550], the pret. is converted to the sense of the 
future, [being then^re£. in form, future in sense (AKB),] 
as in the saying [of AlMu'ammal Ibn Umail alMuharibl 
(AKB)] £$ ^f^J\ JaI^ [547, 615], i. e., ^Jls $ ; 
so that repetition of the $ is not obligatory, as also it is 
not obligatory when if is prefixed to the deprecatory 
pret., as in xJJl &+^.% 5 May God not have mercy upon 
him ! , because, in both positions, the pret. is in the 
sense of the future ; whereas, in any other [position], $ 
must be repeated, as in LXXV. 31. [547]; though, in 

poetry, it sometimes occurs not repeated, as in Jq\ ^U 
pj|^l[547]; while in *^f jUiJcsf 5te XC. 11. Yet 
he hath not attempted the mountain-road it is not 
repeated because of the repetition in the exposition of 

iuyuo lo LuXam^ ^t XC, 13-16., [i. e., #J\ ^JLi ^d (/£ is) 

(K)]. freeing of a captive^ or feeding, on a day of 
hunger, an orphan [339] near of kin, or a needy man 
cleaving to dust, [the occurrence of $ , inXC. 11., in place 
of jU being good, on account of the multiplicity of what 
is meant by Lk*J | (B),] as though ^xU Sf } *X dU &s 
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UjlCwuo [ jl LaXj (B)] Fe* Ae /*a*A not freed a captive, 
nor fed [an orphan or (B)] a needy man were said (R), 
so that ^ is repeated in sense (K) : (b) when its v. is an 
aor., it is attended by U or 9 , [the latter] with the <j of 

corroboration [612], as ^-Lxil 5* «JU1^ J3z/ ffotl, assur- 

edly I will not do ; or without it, as J^til *$ 7 #tf# not 

do (WIH) : (a) the aor. is negatived by Lo or ^t or ^ 

(R) : an instance of the cor r el. [headed] by if , in the 

Kur, is LIX. 12. [599, 650],. where Qy^^sJ $ and 

lg3.wcuj ^ are the correl. of a suppressed oath, not the 
correl of the condition, as is proved by the existence of 
the ^ [of the ind.] ; whereas, if they were the porreL of 
the condition, they would be apocopated [405] (IY) : but 

Co and jjl , when not restricted by [something indicative 
of] future time, apparently denote negation of the 
present [546, 550] ; so that Mb [above] does not allow 
L^\ Co xJUfj By God, I do not stand or ^\ ^| [427J; 
because it is apparently a present, while his opinion is 
that the sworn- to is not a present : (6) negation of the 
aor. by p or J>J is not allowable in the correl. of thp 
oath, because • the Arabs negative it by what jnay be 
suppressed, for conciseness, as will be mentioned [below] ; 
whereas the op. p. is not suppressed, while its government 
remains ; and, if they annulled the governmeut, the 
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suppressed neg. would not be specified (R) : (c) correla- 
tion of the oath with ^jJ or p is very rare, as in the 
saying of Abu Talib ^J\ \;L4. &f *Jjf> 1.549], and ' m 
iUfUje j^jJLxx J^d *&> pj *~giiJLb> ^ £ju Fes, 6?/ *Ae£r Creator, 

not a bearer of noble children has given birth to the 
like of them! said by an Arab in reply to " Hast thou 
sons?" ; though this [second e%.~] may be by suppression 

of the carrel.^ i. e., ^j^Jo ^J ^t {Verily I have sons), the 

neg. prop, being afterwards begun (ML on ,jJ ). If the 
sworn -to be the cor r el. of a future condition preceded by 
an oath, the cond. instrument is often conjoined with a 
J pronounced with Fath, named subsidiary [599, 601], 
i. e., subordinating, and specifically assigning, the correL 

to the oath, not to the condition [427], as J^SJ &JUI* 
dUju^ (5 jiJc ^' By God> if thou come to me, assuredly I 
will come to thee, where ^if3\ fa\ without a J is allow- 
able. If, however, the oath be suppressed, and supplied, 
the subsidiary J is most often put, to give notice of the 
supplied oath from the beginning of the matter ; but 
sometimes the condition occurs without it, as VI. 121. 
[601] (R). The neg. [p. (M, WIH) * (IY)] is [allowably 
(WIH, R)] suppressed (M, WIH, R), because indicated 
by the circumstances of the case (WIH), from the [neg. 
^WIH)] aor. [above] (WIH, R), not from the pret. or 

Digitizi 
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nominal prop, [below] (R), in the cor r el. of the oath 
(IY, R), as XII. 85. [447, 454, 547], i. e., £as 3 (IY, 
WIH) ; whether the aor. be JLo $ and its sisters 
[447, 454], as in ~J| Alt ^> Jiii [454, 547, 655] (R), 
<m'<jr.. -. ol ^ (AKB) ; or any other, as in #J\ ^Lo *JJ 

[504, 653] (R), constructively J&| 5f (AKB), [and] in 
the saying of the [Hudhall (I Y)] poet 
«>^i K-Lu, gL^ sL*J| ^^ 2& JJ&ajo ^Lif I ^Ld ^£^0 xJU U 
(M) ity GW, a pasturer upon herbs, intensely black 
in the back, rising five in his age, hoarse in braying, 
will (not) outlast the days!, meaning a wild he-ass 
(IY). It is not suppressed from (l) the nominal prop. 
[above], because the nominal is less used in the correl. 
of the oath than the verbal, and suppression is for the 
sake of lightening ; (2) the pret. £547], because the aor. 
is more used than the pret., while the form of the aor. 
is heavier. And hence suppression of the neg. p tf 
otherwise than in [the correl. of (AKB)] the oath, is 
allowable from JKj i! and its sisters, as *>J| *^o ^JUjls 
[454] ^(R), constructively AsiJJ ^ (AKB), because, nega- 
tion being inseparable from them [447], they are not 
liable to be mistaken for affirmation (R) : and, in poetry, 
has been heard in the case of other aors., as Lo f<M ^JySl 

ej\ [547] : though IM explains this by the assumption 
9 y 9 * 9 * li may 

of a supplied oath, i. e., *o ji'ib' ^ &JU! y " (By God,) ye 
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mil (not) find him "; and Dm says that apparently 
his opinion is more probable (AKB). As for the 
saying, however, 

[TAen s&e (Dahma, the name of a wona&iT) shall not, by 
Abh Dahmd, cease to be exalted above her people, so 
long as a striker of fire shall twist a fire-stick! 
(AXB)], the neg. [p. in it (AKB)] is not suppressed; 
but is separated from the v. (R), by the prep, and gen. f 
1. e., the jurative prop. *L#j> ^t • (AKB). Properly S 

or Lo should not be separated f.om JK and its sisters by 
an adv. or its like, though that is allowable in the case 
of other vs., as y*»*| ^ c5 Ju£=» r^-' ' ^ 27°t to-day didst 
thou come to me, nor yesterday, because the neg. p. is 
compounded with JK and its sisters to import affirmation ; 
and upJf * U^j ^1^ Xi [above] is anomalous (R on the 
Non-attributive Verbs). The same opinion is adopted 
by IHsh in the ML, except that he does not restrict 
this separation as anomalous, or even rare ; but, seem- 
ingly, according to him, it is regular : he says, in the 
discussion on the parenthetic prop., " It occurs between 

the n eg. p. and what it denies, as jG lsa|J ^L 

pJI [1] and pJl s Ljo ^| ; iLi [above] ". His Commen- 
tator IMH says that S may be a refutation, the neg. p. 

being suppressed, and there being no par. (AKB). 

90a 
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But [R says that (AKB)] it is not a case where the 
neg. p. is suppressed, as in XII. 85. [above], on the 
theory that it is renderable by JLjk $ *U#<S ^L 2t£J 
Then no, by Abie Dahmti she shall (not) cease, because 
such suppression has not been heard except from their 
aors. (R on the Non-attributive Verbs). He means 
[this as] a refutation of Fr, who, in his Commentary, 
adopts the opinion that the neg. p. is suppressed from it, 
saying that ^ is sometimes understood with oaths, as 
pj| &JJ | ^jjt+j \xJJU [above] and *>Jt * U#t> ^ t ^ ^ , i. e., 

v^Jf3 !i( (AKB). The sign of affirmation may not be 
suppressed in the aor., because it is mostly two signs, 
the J and the ^ , as has been mentioned ; so that sup- 
pression of one would entail suppression of the other, and 
thus suppression would be multiplied. And it is decreed 
that the [neg. p.] suppressed from the aor. should be if , 
not Co , because $ is used more than Lc in negation of the 
aor. (R). IU holds the verse [last cited] to be a case 
of suppression of the neg. Cc ; but quotes its first 
hemistich differently, saying " And hence the suppres- 
sion of the neg. U , which is very rare, as in ^ I j+*J 

*>J| oJt; * L*>^ By the life of Abu Dahmd ) she has 
(not) ceased to be exalted above her people, so long. as 
a striker of fire has twisted a fire-stick!, meaning 
sttJI} Lo ; and so is it quoted, and explained, by IUK in 
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the[Cbtnuientary on the Tashil, except that he says " i. e., 

° * * *■ 

^Jl^ $ she shall (not) cease", [which involves " shall 
twist"] (AKB). None of these [four] ps. [above] may 
be suppressed, except $ alone, because (1) ^ is op.; and 
may not govern, when understood, on account of its 

weakness : (2) Lo also is op., in the idiom of the people 
of AlHijaz : (3) suppression of the J would necessitate 
suppression of the ^ with it (IY). 

§. 653. The oath and the sworn-by have certain 
instruments among the preps. (S). The jurative instru- 
ments are five ps., vid. the v_> [503], the ^ [506], the ^ 
[506], the J [504], and fy [499] (IY). The jurative ps. 
are preps. ; but are named " jurative ps." because of 
their prefixion to the sworn-by (CAj). The v_> is the 
original jurative p. [503, 654], because it is a prep., 
meaning adhesion; which attaches the idea of szoearing, 
and makes it adhere, to the sworn-by, in aJJL (*i-L^| 
[650], as the v_j conveys the [idea of] passing to the 
passed-by in Joy c^y [503], The ^ , then, is one of 
the preps. [498], on a par with J^ [499] and ^i [502] ; 
and, for that reason, we say that it is "the original 
jurative p.", the others being only made to accord with 
it. The v. is sometimes suppressed [651], for abbrevia- 
tion, because of the frequency of the oath, and because 
they content themselves with the indication of it by the 

Digit , 
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prep., as ^-Ui!it &JJL> (7" swear) by God, etc. [654] 

(IY). And, after suppression of the v., which you have 
made to adhere to the sworn-by, they sometimes put, in 
place of the uj , four ps., the y and the ^ , and two preps ., 

vid. the J and Jj.* in your saying J^^ ! ^i^j if *JU i?^ 

(rorf, £Ae end shall not be delayed! [498] and ^j% J^o 

,jJUi^ 5?/ my Lord, assuredly etc. [499], from desire 
for peculiarity [654] (M). The ^ is a subst. for the u> 
[506], because they mean to allow themselves some 
latitude [in the choice of a p.~\, on account of the fre- 
quency of oaths [651] ; while the y is nearest to the ^ , 
because of two matters, (1) that it issues from the same 
outlet, since both are from the lips [732] ; and (2) that* 
the . denoting union [539], and the ^ denoting 
adhesion [503], they approximate one to the other, 
because the thing, when it adheres to another, is 
united with it : so that, since the y agrees with the s-> in 
sense and outlet, it is made to accord with, and to act 
as a subst. for, it ; and is used so frequently that it 
predominates over the v_> , for which reason S mentions 
it first. In the oath, then, the ^ is a subst. for the ^ ; 
and is op. with the government of the latter, unlike the 
rest of the cons., because the con. 3 is itself inop., being 
only indicative of the suppressed op. [131, 538], for 

which reason, instead of yy+*y Jo) Jf Zaid and 'Amr 
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Go >■ ' ss 9«"/ ' . - - - 

stood, you may say )*+£. pvJ?j J03 j*u> Zaid stood, and 
'Amr stood, where it is combined with the op. ; whereas, 
if it were the op., it would not be combined with another 
qp.\ while the jurative . is not like that, because it is not 
combined with the ^ *, so that, when you say, Joy?j and 
by Zaid) this ^ is not the jurative ^ (IY). The ^ and 
the <J contain the sense of wonder (M), as XII. 91. 

[575, 651] and ^J\ JiS *AJ [508, 652] (IY) : and 
sometimes the ^ occurs otherwise than in wonder (M), as 

XXI. 58. [498, 611] (IY); but not the J : S cites Jul Jj 
pT\ [above], by f Abd Manat alHudhall (M). The ^ is 
a subst. for the ^ [506, 651], being often substituted for 

it, as in »l&3 and ^Li* [689], which [substitution] is so 
frequent as to be almost regular (IY), The J occurs in 
the sense of the ^ , being peculiar to the word JDf [504], 
in great matters. And so does ^y> , pronounced with 
Kasr, and sometimes with Damm, of the * , Kasr being 
more frequent ; and peculiar to the expression ^ my 
Lord [499]. It is held (1) by S to be a prep., standing 
in the place of the ^ ; the Damm of the * being to 
indicate the alteration of its meaning, and its exclusion 
from its cat., as you say of the proper name J^fJLli 
dULo Skums Ibn Malik, with Damm of the <ji, : (2) by 
some of the KK to be contracted from ^Jf when 
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pronounced with Damm, and from ^^j when pronounced 
with Kasr of the * : but this requires consideration, 
because ^j! is peculiar to &JLM or aUxXKl [650], and Jwo 
to ^s [above] ; though there is nothing to prevent one 
from saying that its predicament is altered upon its con- 
traction. Its uninfleetedness, however, is adducible as a 

proof that it is not curtailed from ^j+A [or ^a+j ], because 
contraction of the injl., and its reduction to two letters, 
do not necessitate uninfleetedness, as [we see] in jL> hand 
and +£> blood. And one should rather say that J^o in 
their sayings *JJ! ^ with Damm, and &JU! ^o with 
Kasr, of the * and ^ , [used] with the word xJU| alone, is 

9 v*<* 

[identical with] the prep. ^o used with ^. ; the ^ being 
made to imitate the * in Damm and Kasr, because of 
the two quiescents [664, 666] : and that [ ^yo in] *JIM ^ 
with two Fathas is [identical with ^ in] aJUf ^ [499], 
with Kasr of the * and Fath of the <j , the * being 
made to imitate the ^ [in Fath], from desire for lighten- 
ing ; although the Fatha of the <j arises accidentally, 
because of the two quiescents. It is said, however, that 
all three [vars.], i. e., with Damm, Kasr, and Fath of 
both * and <j , [used] with the word xJJ | , are contracted 

from <j*j| . As for the abridgment of *JUf ^ , with 
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two Pammas, from ^^J , it is plain. But, as for those 
[vars.~] with Kasr or Fath of both letters, I see no reason 
for their being contracted from it, because ^^A , accord- 
ing to the GG, must be in the nom. [650, 655], by reason 
of hearsay ; and, since contraction does not necessitate 
uninflectedness, whence comes the Kasr or Fath of the 

U ? If, indeed, xJUl ~^J occurred, in the three cases, 
nom., ace, and gen. 9 as sJUt ,j^ occurs in the nom. 
and ace, according to all, and in the gen. also, according 
to the KK [655], then one might say that the * was 

made to imitate the ^ in Fath or Kasr. And &JJI ^ 
with two Fathas may be contracted from &JU I <jo+j , by 
making the * imitate the ^ [in Fath] after the contrac- 

tion ; but not &JJ I ^ with two Kasras, by making the 
<j imitate the * [in Kasr], because the vowel of inflection 
is not removable for the sake of alliteration. Sometimes 
aJUl * with Damm, and &JJ I * with Kasr, of the* are 
said, being contracted from ^ and J^c [651], according 
to what S says. It is said [by others] (1) that they 
are contracted from ,^+j! , in which case there is a 
difficulty in [accounting for] the Kasr of the * : (2) that 
the one with Kasr is contracted from ,j*a+j : (3) that 
both are substs. for the ; [687], like the v^> [above], 
because the ^ and ^ are labial [732], for which reason 
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they are peculiar to the word &JLM , like the o [506]; 
but this requires consideration, because the word of one 
letter does not occur, in|their language, pronounced with 
pamm (R). 

§. 654. The ^ , because of its originality [503, 653], 
enjoys three privileges, not shared by any other [jurative . 

CS •X'*^'' lit i-O 

p. (IY)], (1) prefixion to [the explicit n., as (jJjtiif *JUb 
By God, assuredly I will do; and (IY)] the pr on., as 

9 & * 9 tt-g.^ 

aOiX^y ins By Him, assuredly I will worship Him 

and djuu ^^ \$ viL By Thee, assuredly I\will visit 
Thy House (M) : whereas the other ps. are prefixed only 
to the explicit n., not to the pron.\ and ^Xxs 1 ^ <J« is not 
allowable, nor vJb (IY) : the poet says 

JVow; Umama has proclaimed her departure, that she 
may grieve me. Yet no, by thee, I care not (M), 
cited by AZ (IY) : (2) expression of the v. with it, as 

xJUL. ^aJL* [650] (M), *JUL ukl, and *JUL ^1 ; 

whereas you do not say &JJIJ ua-L^I , nor &JJU pwjjj , and 
the like (IY) : (3) [that you apply it to denote (IY)] 
conciliatory [and propitiatory (IY)] adjuration of 

the man [addressed (IY)], as ^3^ U &-UL> (I adjure 

thee) by God, only that thou visit me [95, 559, 652] 
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and ^w^l Jlj>L<3o (I adjure thee) by thy life % inform 
wie (M); whereas you do not say aJJl. , nor &JJU , 
because that occurs only in the [non -ad juratory] oath 
(IY). These conditions, and the ps. for which they are 
prescribed, are combined by some one in the [following 
mnemonic] verses 
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7n the case of an explicit [?*.], ?6v7A suppression of the 
jurative v., together vnth omission of adjuration, 
swear toith the ^ ; and these conditions are prescribed 
in the case of the ^ , and add its being made peculiar 
to xJJ\ ; and make the <^» general (CAj). Ibn Harma 
says 
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[below] (M) (I beg thee) by (the poxcer oj) God, thy 
Lord, if thou enter, then say to him " 7Vi?"$ ?s Ibn 
Harma, stopping at thy door'' 9 , where the lj> is depen- 
dent upon a suppressed v., as though he said &UL> sdJ Lwt 
[below], which is suppressed because indicated by the 
Circumstances of the case; and the sense is s\JJb dLf Ll| 
*JJ\ (IY; : and the [other (IY)] poet says ^J[ jjs \iLujo 

[G52] (M), i. e., dJUo <Jaj JLfL^T , as though he said 

<Jla 
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(I beg thee) by (the truth of) thy faith (that thou tell 
one rightly, and let me know the real fact). But this 
is not an oath ; for, if it were an oath, it would need a 
correl. [650], and would be answered with what oaths 
are answered with [652]. And, if you say " Then what 
do you make of the poet's saying 

6es£ of living beings, in creation, all of it, tvhut! (I 
ask thee) by God, will there be for me any sense in 
mine oath* 1 ., where he names it an oath, because he 
says v>J| is***!* i^i ^ d^V\ the reply is that the full 

phrase is will there be any sense in mine oath (if I 
swear that thou art the best of living beings in 
creation) ?, not that he regards this phrase [_(I ask thee) 
by God] as an oath (IY). In holding this [kind of 
phrase] to be an oath [652], R is following IM. " We 
do not know ", says AH, " any one that takes the course 
of naming this an oath, except IM : but, in one of the 
Commentaries on the Book, when vib^^x. [652], eJv*^ and 
vjjuu 9 and ijdu*3 [Part I, p. 44 A] have been mention- 
ed, there is a declaration to the effect that some of the 
GG assert these [expressions] to be oaths ; so that IM 
agrees with those who say that : whereas, according to 
our school, the juratory prop, is only enunciatory 
[below] ". And this [declaration] is confirmed by the 
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fact that IJ says " The oath is an originative prop., 
whereby another prop, is corroborated [650] : then, if 
the latter be enunciatory, the oath is non-adjuratory ; 
and, if it be requisitive, the oath is adjuratory". IU 
expresses himself strangely, saying, in the small Commen- 
tary on the Jumal, " The oath is every prop., whereby 
another p rop. is corroborated, both of them being enun- 
ciatory"; whereas the correct doctrine is that the 
jurative prop., [though] not its correl.> is originative, 
as IJ [above] and others say : but it is urged, in his 
excuse, that his meaning is that, when the two props. 
are combined, they constitute a sentence admitting of 
being [pronounced] true or false. Then, after his defi- 
nition, he says " When there occurs what is in the form 
of the oath, but [is followed by & prop, that] does not 
admit of being [pronounced] true or false, it is to be 
explained as not being an oath, as ^J[iU ; &JJU [above] 
and pJ! Jja ^Lo<X? [652], the like of which is not an oath, 
because the oath is not conceivable except where faith- 
fulness or faithlessness is conceivable ". And he says, 
in the Commentary on the Idah, " As for these two 
verses, they are not oaths, because the two props. 
[ pJI oJ*i* j <j| and pJt ^4-o Jja ] do not admit of being 
[pronounced] true or false ; but what is meant thereby 
is only conciliation [below] of the person addressed, the 
full phrase being dLo<\* dutl? and JuL JJHf [above], 

Diaitizr 
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except that they understand the v., because it is indicated 
by the sense". "And", says he, "three things will 
prove to you that [ xJjQ in] Jo 3 ^li Jksa JjG By God, 

7ia5 Zaid stood ? or a*^ Li J^j *U> ^1 *JUG Zfy God, if 
Zaid stand, then honor him, or the like, is not an . 
oath: — (l) that the p. peculiar [653] to the oath does not 
occur, in place of the o , in the language of the Arabs, 
who do not say ^3 Jls> aJUu" , nor .^Jl 115 ^ aJUl^ ; (2) 
that, when they express the v, whereon the o depends, 
it is not one of the jurative vs., .^Ji Ju& adJG *. v 3\ not 
being said ; (S) that the oath is not devoid of faithlessness 
or faithfulness, and that is not suitable except in what is 
qualifiable as true or false ". His saying that the like 
of this is conciliation [above], not an oath, is obviously 
correct ; and there is no doubt that [the notion of] its 
being an oath is distasteful. But the language of IHsh 
apparently imports that it is an oath, because he names 
it ^iLkaXwl **»£ conciliatory [or adjuratory] oath 
(AKB). The cor r el. of the non-adjuratory oath must 
be enunciatory [above] ; and the correL of the adjuratory 
oath originative, as in ^>Jt <^++*d J^o dbo (I adjure 
thee) by thy Lord, hast thou drawn etc? and 

XjLao to /c*^) t /C4.-L— G dL&AXj 



"«o^ " w *o 



v^A J I J ^J-wJ I ^ ^^ Li w^ ^ I 









( 915 ) 

1(1 adjure thee) by thy life, SalmA, have mercy 
upon an ardent lover, who has abstained from 
everything other than what pleases ihee^ in secret 
and openly (Jsh) : and whatever is transmitted to the 
contrary is to be paraphrased (ML). 

§. 655. The jurative p. is sometimes suppressed, for 
abbreviation, because strongly indicated. In that respect 
it is of two kinds, [inop. and op.] : — (l) they suppress it, 
and make the jurative v. govern the sworn-by in the 
ace. ; (2) they suppress the pre.p. } but maintain its 
government, taking it into account when suppressed, as 
they take it into account when expressed, in order to 
notify that the suppressed \_prep.~] is meant [to be 

understood] : so that ^y>^ &-LM (By) God, assuredly 

I will stand is said, transmitted by S, meaning aJU I • 

and Jjb (IY on §. 656). The [jurative p. (IY)] v is 

(1) [often (IY)] suppressed [514, 651] (M), as J^lkiSf ijj | 
with the ace. [651] : (a) they hardly ever suppress this 
p. in the oath with [expression of] the v. ; and do not say 

aAJl v^bJLs.| , nor &JIM ^i'l ; but suppress the v. and p. 

together : (b) analogy requires suppression of the p. first ; 
so that the v. y coming in contact with the n., governs it 
in the ace: and then the v. is suppressed, by extension [of 
the suppression], because of the copious circulation of 
oaths (IY) : (c) the sworn-by is then governed in the ace. 

Digitized by 
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by the [jurative (IY)] v. understood (M), vid. JUL1, 
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1^5 1 , and the like ; for, when they suppress the p., either 
by poetic license, or for a kind of abbreviation, they make 
that v. self 4 vans. 9 as [they make the vJ] in VII. 154. 
and pJt^QUT ,j^J [514] (IY) : the poet [Dhur-Rumma 
(IY, N)] says 
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[below] (M) <#cw many a one is there towards 
whom my hearty (I swear by) God, is sincere! And 
(many) a one whose heart towards me is among 
the gazelles coming from the right !, which the Arabs 
sometimes deem ill-omened, i. e., is running away from 



,L 



me, like the swift gazelles! (N), meaning &JJb i_£JU*| 

• * ** 

(IY) ; another says *JJ I ^a+j cJUi [454] (M), ort^ 
tdd I .^va+aj v_a-L* I ( AKB) ; and another says 

4\j^aJ I &U I So La t Jl jo 3jjE |V^nJ^> xxjb' y<&J I Lo|3 t 

[below] (M) Whenever thou seasonest the bread with 
meat, then that, (I swear by) God's trust, is the dish 
called Jo J , i. e., &JU I awLob uiJL*| (N), which [last verse], 
they say, is spurious : (d) if you wish, you understand 
& trans, v., such as So I 1 mention, <Xg~&l I call to witness; 
or the like : IS says that only a trans, v. is understood ; 
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but the proper way is the first, because, when you under- 
stand a trans, v., it is not of this cat., [i. e., jurative] 
(IY) : (e) the ^^t and &3L0 1 [here] are also related in 
the nom., [ tdJ t ^a+j ^JUii Then said 7, God's oath (is 
mine oath, or what I swear by) and *nJ| &JJI xiLct Jtjo 
Men f7ia£, GWs ^rws^ (is binding upon me) (IY)J as 
inchs. whose enunc. is suppressed [29, 650, 651] (M), 
the full phrase being s5 ***2 &JJ I ^jj^j or &j ^^3 I lo , and 

similarly ^ lisp &X) f &jQ (IY) : (2) understood [503, 
515, 651] (M), for .a kind of abbreviation, because 
frequently used (IY), like the J in J-M*^ (M) and 

dl^ ^ol s^ , meaning Jo! aJJ and dUc ^1 &JJ , as s5f 

^J[ ^ dUi ^T [508, 206], where the prep. J and 
the determinative J are suppressed, while the rad. J 
remains. This is the opinion of S : but is disapproved 
by Mb, who asserts that the suppressed are the determi- 
native J and the rad. J , while the one remaining is the 
prep. J , which is pronounced with Fath in order that 
the I may not return to ^5 , and also because the 0. f. of 
the prep. J is Fath [504]. And sometimes they say 
cL?l ^.gJ [206] (IY). When the original jurative p., 
i. e., the ^ , is suppressed, then, if no subst. for it be put 
[656], the preferable [construction] is the ace. governed 
by the [supplied] jurative v. [556]. But the word 
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&JLm [below] is exclusively distinguished by allowability 
of the gen., notwithstanding the suppression of the 
prep., without compensation [651], (R). In V. 105. 
[656], &JJI (By) God, without prolongation, is transmitted 
from AshSha'bl (K, B), according to what S mentions, 
that some of them suppress the jurative p., and do not 
put the interrog. Hamza as a compensation for it (K)„ 
And the KK allow the gen. in every sworn-by [653], 
wherefrom the prep, is suppressed, even though it be 
without compensation, BiS f jJ.xb , 3»j<.sXi\(By)theKa i ba 9 
assuredly etc., and ^'i $ wi^v-o-JI (By) the Holy Book, 
assuredly I loill come. The inch, whose enunc. is sup- 
pressed, if conjoined with the J of inception, as in tiL+sJ 
and xJU! ^^ SI [650], must be m the nom.; and so, says 
Jz, must [ (j^.^1 in] &JUt ^^j! [650, 653], .even if not con- 
joined with the J , because of hearsay from them. But 
every [sworn-by], except the [i nch.^\ conjoined with the J , 

and except [,j^l in] &JJ I ^^1 , may be governed in the 

acc 'by the jurative v. understood, as &JU| j^& (I swear by) 

God's covenant and iU*jOj (^?/J £&e Ka ( ba and.ujLsv^uJ'f 

(by) the Holy Book, and similarly J^Ui iSl JUI (I sioear 
by) Thee, assuredly etc, ; and, in such expressions, the 

acc. is more frequent than the nom.\ while *JIJ I ^j^j .oJL^i 
is related with the wow. and acc. [above]. -Jz says that, 
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J. 

in the word aJU I [above], only the ace. and gen. have 
been heard ; but An allows the nom. also, in accordance 

y 

with analogy (R). In XXXVIII. 85. [27], <J^J ti 

t3j£jjf^ is read with (1) the two [ <j^ 's (N)] in (a) the 

ace, Then, (I swear by) the truth — and the truth I say, 
meaning and I say (not aught save) the truth — assu- 
redly I will filly the first being a sworn-by [where from the 
jurative p. is suppressed, so that it is governed in the 

ace. (N)J like aJJ ! in &J\ ^\ *JU| ^JU ^1 Verily incum- 
bent upon thee, (I swear by) God, is that etc. (K), or, 
in another version, pJ| aJJ | { J<& ^1 [154] ; and like [XiLo t 
in] ^J\ &Xi\sl\S>\ <JljJ [above], and [&JU| in] ^ £l $1 
pJl ;5 Jj> [above] (N) : (b) the nom., the first being an 
inch, whose enunc. is suppressed like cK+jJ [above], i. e.> 
(5 ^5^3^J U [27]; (c) the #671., Then, (by) the truth, etc., 
the first being a sworn-by whose jurative p. is under- 
stood, like JpuTSf &JU | [503, 515, 651] ; while jy* ! f J^JfJ 
i. e., -4?id /say (no* aw^fo save) JLsJl , is a Zft. imitation 
of the sworn-by, its sense being corroboration and 
strengthening : (a) this construction, [by which the 

second ^ is treated as a /ft. imitation of the first,] is 

allowable in the ace. and nom. also; and is a fine, 

- A . 92 a 
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beautiful construction : (2) the first in the nom. or gen., 
with the second in the ace, the explanation of which is 
according to what we have mentioned (K). 

§. 656. The * is [sometimes] suppressed ; while the 
premonitory p. in |j> *JU I lib if [552], the interrog. 
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Hamza in &JU | [below], or the disjunction of the cowjf. 

ill C/S , 

Hamza in &JULif[651] is put as a compensation for it 

ill <«0 * iL rO* 

(M). And they say *JU I U> ^ , meaning &JU 1 5 ^£ [556] 
(IY). The word &JJI is exclusively distinguished by 
receiving [the premonitory (AKB)] Li or the interrog. 
Hamza as a compensation for the [suppressed] prep. 
(R). The language of Kh in the CAj, [where he says 
" The ^ is sometimes, though rarely, changed into Li , 
as *JUI L* , with the disj. or conj. Hamza, and, in both 
cases, with retention or elision of the I ",] apparently 
means that the Li here is [not a premonitory, but] a 
jurative p. [653] ; and that it is a subst. for the ^ [506]: 
and this is more appropriate, in respect of its freedom 
from suppression of the prep, with maintenance of its 
government [515] ; while what is mentioned by [R her© 
and] IHsh [652] is more appropriate for the reason that 
invariability is more suitable for^?s. (Amr on Li ). And 
similarly, in aJU I , disjunction of the Hamza, in the in- 
terior [of the phrase], is made a compensation for the 
prep. ; as though the Hamza were elided because of 
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[the position of &JJI in] the interior [669], and were 
afterwards restored as a compensation for the [jurative] 
p. [653]. Z holds these ps. to be substs. for the ^ , 
perhaps because they are peculiar to the word xJJf , like 
the \& , [which is a subst. for the y (506, 651, 653)]. 
When you put the premonitory Li as a subst. [for the 
jurative p. (AKB)], you must put the word 13 after the 
sworn-by, [whether si* I be governed in the gen. by the 

supplied p. (AKB),] as in |5 aJUTli S [552] and U ^1 

■ i 

\b sJUT [556] (R), meaning aJUT', (by) God in both 

[exs.] (AKB) ; or [by ^**J pre. to it (AKB),] as in 

(R), by Zuhair Ibn Abi Sulma, threatening AlHarith 
Ibn Warka a^Saidawi, who had made a raid upon his 
people, Know tkou, now assuredly the lij-i oj God, this 
(is what I sw-ar by), solemnly ( U*li* being, says Am, 
governed in the ace. as an inj. n. cor rob. of what pre- 
eedes it, because the sense thereof is ^^j I 1 swear) : 

then measure (thy steps) by thy stride, and look where 
thou entered (AKB). Apparently the premonitory 
p. belongs to the dem. [174, 552] ; but is made to 
precede the sworn-by, upon suppression of the p t) in 
order to be a compensation for it. When \J> is prefixed 
to *JJ1 , there are four modes [of pronunciation]. The 
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most frequent of them is retention of its I , and elision 
of the con j t Hamza from &-LM ; so that two quiescents 
meet together, the I of Ud , and the first J of &JJ I (R) ; and 
therefore you say *JJ U (I Y). Analogy requires elision of 

the I [of La], because such [a concurrence of two quies- 
cents] as that is pardonable only in a single word, like 
^JUaJ! I. 7. [539, 663]; while in two words, elision is 

necessary, as kJj I \b and *JJ | L* [pronounced &JJ ! 6 and 
*JJU]: but here the | is mostly not elided, in order 
that it may be a quasi- premonition that the Li belongs 
to 13 , since \b &JJ| * [below], with elision of the f 

of Ls> , suggests the notion that the 5 is a subst. for 
the Hamza of &JUI , as in oiyo for v^i\f , and Ju# 

for vJlSl [690]. The second [mode], which is inter- 
mediate in rarity and frequency, is 16 &JU | U> [pronounced 

ti xJUT * ], with elision of the I of Li , because of the 

two quiescents, as in *JU ! Yo and &JJ I U [above]. The 
third, which is below the second in frequency, is [xJU| b> 

with] retention of the I of Li , and disjunction of the 
Hamza of aJUl [669], notwithstanding its being in the 
interior [of the phrase], as a premonition that li ought 
to be with |S , after «JLH , in which case the Hamza would 
not occur in the interior. The fourth, which is trans- 

mitted by F, and is the rarest of all, is xUl b> with elision 

jb ^ 

of the conj, Hamza [from aJU| ], and Fath of the f of U , 
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after conversion of it into Hamza, as in ^^jJ LdJI I. 7. 

and £ I o [665]. Khi says that 13 is part of the correl. 
of the oath; and is enunc. of a suppressed inch., i. e., 
13 l>du (assuredly the matter is) this ; or an a#. [of a sup- 
pressed v.], i. e., 13 J^yC-J (assuredly) this (shall be the 
case) or 13 ^J^^this (shall not be the case) ; while the 
correl. that comes after it, whether q^. or rce^r., as aJJl Us 

^Ssl $ 13 xVow, f&#,) (?o<i, (assuredly the matter is) 
this, or (assuredly) this (shall be the case), assuredly 

/ will do or Joti! St [Now, (by) God, this (shall not be 
the case),"] I will not do, is a subst. for the first : but 
that this phrase is not to be taken as a model ; so that one 
does not say J^i*! &JU! u& , meaning J^! bil (assuredly 
lam) thy brother. But Akh says that 13 is part of 
the oath, either an ep. of &JLJ! , i. e., Jt\jJ ! ^aLsxi I &JUt (by) 

This, i.e.,the Present, the Overlooking, God; or aninch t> 

** ^ ^ 
whose enunc. is suppressed, i. e., ^ 5 ***s !3 tAt* (is wz'ne 

oafA) : while afterwards the correl. either is put, or is 
suppressed [650] with a context [indicative of it]. As 
for the interrog. Hamza [581], it denotes either dis- 
approval, as in the saying of AlHajjaj about HB 
\6S\ \ ji^yili ^tXx^ vJ? *U ^J^ ^lT JFAaf / (%) 
God, shall one of my slaves indeed rise up, and 
say so and so?; ox interrogation, as in the saying of the 
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Prophet to <Abd Allah Ibn Mas'ud, when the latter 
said " This is the head of Abu Jahl ", V^k *}\ it ^ jj? Af] 
Is it, (by) God, than Whom there is no other god? 
When the interrog. Hamza is prefixed to «JJ| , the Hamza 

of xJJ I is either changed into a pure I , which is the more 
frequent mode [ of pronunciation] ; or softened, as is the 
rule m JU*J! I Is the man ? and the like [661, 663, 669] : 
and is not elided, because of the ambiguity; nor preserved, 
because of the heaviness (R). There is a reading [trans- 
mitted from AshSha'bi (K, B)] sjjj HJL^i ^xto 5f ^ 
^^f^J iSl U V. 105. [655] Nor will we hide 
testimony. What ! (By) God, verily then are we 

sinners (IY), i. e., if we hide (B), with pause upon St>Lg^& , 

a, _ 
and prolongation [of the Hamza] in &JUI (K, B). And, 

as for disjunction of the Hamza of &JU I , that is in a parti- 
cular place, vid. when it follows a o preceded by the 
interrog. Hamza : you say to a person u Hast thou sold 

thy house V, and he says I jo ^btXiU &JJUI What! 
then, (by) God, assuredly such a thing has taken place ; 
and the o may be prefixed without [a Hamza of] interro- 
gation,as IdS^dJLi &JUU Then, (by) God, assuredly, etc. 
(R). As you prolong the I in ^'fdM VI. 144, 145. The 
two males [hath He made unlawful, or the two females^. 
[663] to distinguish between the two matters, announce- 
ment and inquiry, so, by the disjunction of the Hamza here, 
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you distinguish between compensation and its omission 
(IY). The interrog. Hamza here is not a compensation 
for the jurative p., because it is separated from xJU I by 

the con. o . But, according to Akh, the o in aJJ Li I is 

red. [540], The proof that these three [things, the U& , the 
interrog. Hamza, and the disjunction of the conj. Hamza 

in adlM ] are substs. is (1) their interchangeability with 

the jurative^, (R): (a) the ^ [or \J] and the Li may not 

J' -o^ • 

be combined; so that one does not say &JIM • Li ^1 , nor 
&JJU us ^1 : and [similarly] the interrog. Hamza [or 

the disjunction of the co*y\ Hamza] is interchangeable, 
but not combinable, with the jurative p. (IY) : (2) the 
inseparability of the gen. with them, to the exclusion 
of the ace. ; whereas, without compensation, the ace. is 
more frequent, as before stated [655] (R). 

§. 657. It is said that the second ^ in such as ^^ui-M. 

j4llT^ XCIIL 1, 2. i?y the forenoon [650] and *Ae 

m#fa admits of being either copulative or jurative ; 
but the correct [opinion] is the first, otherwise each 
[oath] would need a cor r el. [506] ; and one thing 
that makes this manifest is the occurrence of the \J in 
the beginnings of Chapters LXXVIL and LXXIX. 
(ML), because, the o there being necessarily a copulative 
p., the ? here must be so (DM). When the ; is repeated 
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after the jurati ve ^ , as in ^s^ I3t ^LgjJ I ^ c5 -iob |£| Jk J | . 

C5 X^J pXuUu, ^1 ^^1; ^JJI ^^ Icj XCII. 1-4. 

By the nighty when it covereth [the sun, or the day, or all 
that it hides by its darkness (K, B)], and the day, when 
it becometh clear, and that [Almighty (K, B) God (K)] 
Which hath created the male and the female, verily 
your strivings are diverse, the opinion of S and Khl 
is that the repeated is the copulative ^ [539], while 
some say that it is the jurative ^ [506]. But the first 
[opinion] is stronger, (1) because, if the ^ were jurative, 
it would be a subst. for the o [506, 653] ; and would 
not import coupling, and connection of the second sworn- 
by, and what follows it, with the first : but the passage 
would be constructively Uj jv*oKI^jJ b +*»2\ JcJUb +*»$ 

(jJU* / swear by the night, I swear by the day, I swear 
by That Which hath created ; so that there would be 
three oaths, each of them independent ; and, a correl. 
being indispensable for each oath [650], three correls. 
would be required : while, if we say that two correls. 
are suppressed, the remaining one being deemed sufficient, 
then [the reply is that] suppression is contrary to the 
o.fr. and therefore it only remains for us to say 
that the oath is one thing, and the sworn-by three; 
while the oath, not the sworn-by, is the requirer of the 
correl. ; so that one correl. suffices it, and the passage 
reads as though #J\ ^1 {$X± Uj ^tg-J I ^ JoJU L +m£\ I 
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§tbear \ythe night, and the day, and That Which hath 
'created-, verily etc., were said : and (2) because you say> 

'displaying the coupling, ^jJjls if xJJ li sJJb ify <3W, 

ifAen 6W, assuredly I will do and viLyp* j*j ebyx^u 

.^JUa-S ity STAy £(A> again Thy life, assuredly etc. 

{1 34, 540] ; but do not say JjLxi ^ ^li b ^1 xL b ^1 

£ swear by God, I swear by the Prophet, assuredly etc.; 
while conformity to what is authorized in their language 
is more proper. An objection to its being the copulative 
2 is taken on the ground that this entails a coupling 
{of two regs.] to [two regs. of] two [different] ops. [with 
one p.], because )L$aJ| is then coupled to JuJJI , and 

^JLssJ li| to ^Axj |3£ > while the con. is one [538] (R), by 
means of which [131] you govern the ace. and the <jfeft., 

&s m *j-^ n^'j d^W U***' ^** 1 passed yesterday by 
Zaid^ and to-day 'Amr (K on XCI. 4). Z replies by 
saying [in the K on XCI. 4.] that the ^ is a quasi-com- 
pensation for the jurative p. and v. together, because the 
v. is not mentioned with it [506, 653, 654], on account of 
its frequent usage in the oath ; so that, not being com- 
bined with the v., it is a quasi-compensation for the v\ 
also, as it is for the p. ; and thus J^ iS^l^Jt is, as it 
were, coupled to [two regs. of] a single op., vid. the [in 
.^Aj 131 J^i-M^ ]. But, according to this, says IH, he must 
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disallow {5 Lp3 IM^LjIff^ (5 iju 131 Josjj b ^31 Is wedt 
by the night when it covereth } and the day when it 
becometh clear ; whereas the Kur has LXXXL 15-17. 
[538], where, though the passage does not involve 
[a coupling to] two regs., still the ^ in JJl w x |S| JuJUT j , 
being a subst. for ^s\ and the lj , does, as it were, 
govern the gen. and the ace, which is the [contingency] 
feared : and, says he, the reason why this [construction] 
is allowable [in XCII. 1 — 3.] is only that it is like ^1 

L*^ HysvusaJfj !Jl>j yjJl ^ Verily in the house etc. 
[1, 538]. According to our suggestion [below], however, 
that the full phrase is ^Aib 131 JoJLf I aul^ J5y (£Ae 
greatness of) the night when it covereth ) the op. of 
JuJU I , and likewise of i5 -iou 13! , is really the supplied 
[inf. n.~] »>hft [331], for which the ^ acts as a sw&s£. ; and 
this is a single op., the phrase being constructively $£&iu 
ioc^juu^ oJ>; cMJ I &*/ (the greatness of) the night 
at the time of its retiring [or rather &iU&£ ^^ at the 
time of its covering"], so that the op. of the gen. and ace. 
is one (R). It is said that the 131 [that follows the oath] 
in such as XCII. 1. [204, 498] does not contain the sense 
of co ndition, since the correl. of the condition either 
comes after it, or is indicated by what precedes it [419] ; 
while the |3t here ia not followed by anything, expressed 
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•r supplied, suitable for being a con* el. ; nor preceded by 
anything, indicative of a correl. of a condition, except 
the oath : so that, if lit were cond., the phrase would be 
constructively *^5 1 {S ^Ju tij^ when it covereth, (I swear), 
the oath not being absolute,, but dependent upon the- 
covering of the night, which is the opp. of what is 
intended. If one says u Then, since lit is a barest;., 
what governs it in the ace. ? ", I reply that til may be 

Ox-'" 

said, not improbably, to be an adv. to the sense of aUJic 

greatness and JiLs* majesty indicated by the oath, 
because one does not swear by any thing except because 
of its great state [650]; so that tit is dependent upon 
the supplied inf. n., according to what we have men- 
tioned [342], vid. that the inf n. } on being strongly 
indicated, may govern when supplied [498], and 
especially in the case of the adv. f which is satisfied with 
a tinge, and suspicion, of the v. [294, 342], as is notorious ; 
and therefore the full phrase is v>Jt lit JuiJ! aUJLc. 

[above], like ^f \ ti| cXj} ^ ^^ I mar vet at Zaid, 
when he rides, i. e., *a«JL& J^o at his greatness, where 
xjaa greatness is understood, because 6ne does not 
marvel except at what is great in some sense, as one 
does not swear except by what is great in some sense or 
"other (R on the Uninflected Adverbs). 






CHAPTER V. 



THE ALLEVIATION OF THE HAMZA. 



§. 658. The Hamza is a hard, heavy letter, uttered; 
from the farthest [part] of the throat (IY r Jrt>). It is 
a rising in the chest, produced with an effort, being the; 
farthest letter in outlet [732] ; and that is heavy upon* 
them, because it is like vomiting (S). Since the Hamza. 
is the innermost letter in the throat, [and has a disagree- 
able rising, that acts like vomiting (R) j its pronuncia- 
tion is [deemed (IY)] heavy (IY, R) upon the tongue 
(R), since its utterance is like retching (IY); and 
therefore, [because of that heaviness (IY,. Jrb)J allevia- 
tion of it is permitted (IY, R, Jrb) by some people 
(R), for a sort of improvement (Jrb). Alleviation i& 
the dial, of most of the inhabitants of AlHijaz [64 \ r 
G42], and [especially (R)] of Kuraish (IY, R, Jrb). 
The Commander of the Believers, <All (God honor his 
face ! ), is reported to have said : " The Kur'an came 
down in the language of Kuraish, who are not fond of 
raising the voice ; and, were it not that Gabriel (peace 
be upon him !) brought down the Hamza to the Prophet 
(God bless him, and give him peace !), we should not 
pronounce it," But others sound it true (R). Sound- 
ing true is the dial, of Tamim and Kais (IY, Jrb), who 
pronounce it [fully], like the rest of the letters (Jrb). 
Sounding true is the o. /., as in the rest of the letters 
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(R)' t and alleviation is a [sort of (IY)] improvement 
(IY, R), because of the heaviness of the Hamza (IY). 
It is common to the three kinds [625]. There are 
three modes of alleviating the Hamza, (1) change; (2) 
elision; (3) putting it betwixt and between [211], i. e., 
between its outlet [732] and the outlet of the consonant 
that its vowel is connected with (M). The original 
[mode] is betwixt-and-between, because it is an allevia- 
tion with remanence of the Hamza to some extent; then 
change, because it is a removal of the Hamza with 
compensation ; and then elision, because it is- a removal, 
of the Hamza without compensation (Jrb). Change 
[of the Hamza] is- cessation of its rising, so that it 
becomes soft ; aud then passes into f or ^ or ^ , according 
to its vowel, or the vowel of what precedes it. And, 
for that reason, Mb used to omit it from the letters of 
the alphabet, and not reckon it with them, but make 
the first of them the ^ , saying " The Hamza does not 
remain uniform, nor do I reckon it with the letters 
whose ways are known, remembered." Elision is 
omission of it from the expression altogether [663]. 
And putting it betwixt and between means [put- 
ting it] between Hamza and the consonant that its 
vowel is connected with ; so that you put it between 
Hamza and \ when it is pronounced with Fath, between 
Hamza and ^ when it is pronounced with Damm, and 
between Hamza and tf when it is pronounced witEt 
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Kasr (IY). Betwixt-and -between is [said by some* 
authorities to be (It)] of two kinds (R, Jrb), (1) wejl 
known (Jrb), [vid.] what has been mentioned [above by 
Z and IY] (R) r i. e., between Hamza and the con- 
sonant of its vowel, as you say jJL, was asked, between 
Hamza and ^ (Jrb) : (2) [not well known, i. e. (Jrb),] 
between Hamza and the consonant of the vowel of what 

precedes it (R, Jrb), as you say Jyww was asked, between. 
Hamza and ^ (Jrb). This second [kind, commonly culledi 
" strange,"] is, even according to the saying of these- 
authorities, not found in every position ; but [only] in 

specified positions, as in J^u, and ^^ygJu** [below], as 
will be mentioned (R). According to the KK, the- 
Hamza of betwixt-and-between is quiescent; but r 
according to us, it is mobilized with a weak vowet 
inclined towards the quiescent. In most cases, therefore,, 
it does not occur, except where the quiescent may occur r 
80 that it does not occur in the beginning of the sentence* 
(Jrb). The condition of alleviation is that the Hamza 
should not be inceptive (SH). By its [not] being incep- 
tive [667] IH does not mean that it should [not] be in 
the beginning of the word, because it is alleviated in the- 
beginning of the word, by elision, as in XXIII. 1. [16, 
647] ; and conversion, as in VI. 70. [below] : but he 
means that it should [not] be in the beginning of the 
sentence [above], in which case it is not ^alleviated, 
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because its change is regulated by the vowel of what 
precedes it, and similarly its elision is [effected] after 
transfer of its vowel to what precedes it, and likewise the 
strange betwixt-and-between is regulated by the 
vowel of what precedes it ; whereas, in the beginning of 
the sentence, nothing precedes it : and. as for the well- 
known betwixt* and-between, [it also is impracticable 
in the beginning of the sentence, because] its Hamza 
approximates to the quiescent ; whereas the inceptive 
[letter] is neither quiescent, nor approximate thereto 
[667]. Nor is the Hamza, in the beginning of the 
sentence, alleviated in any other mode than these three, 
because the inceptive [letter] is light, since heaviness is 
in the finals. In some positions, indeed, the Hamz^, in 
the beginning of the sentence, is converted into 5 , as in 
o^y& [690], vi>i?y© , and JL# ; but that is an anomalous 
conversion (R). The Hamza is either one [658, 660] or 
two [659, 661, 662] (Jrb). And, [if one (Jrb),] it is 
[either (R, Jrb)] quiescent or mobile (SH). The 
• quiescent Hamza is of one kind, being preceded only by 
a mobile, because two quiescents do not come together 
[663] ; unless indeed the [mobile] Hamza, when preceded 
by a quiescent, be made quiescent for pause [642], its 
predicament in which case will be mentioned [below]. 
The vowel of what precedes the quiescent Hamza is 
(1) in the same word as the Hamza, which is then (a) in 
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the middle, as in ^t^ Aead [and ^\j* I read (VZ)\ 
JL well, and ^yo believer ; (b) at the end, as in I Jb ^5 
did not read, jt>o jj was no* 6ad, and ^yb |J did w>£ 
feacA reading : (2) not [in the same word], as in 
Lusl ^Jl^T Jl VI. 70. To guidance, [saying to him 
(K, B),] "Come thou unto us? JJJJf^JJl IL 283, 
[Then let] him that hath been entrusted [repay], and 
J ^cS\ jji> IX. 49. That saitk "Give me leave" (R), 
Th quiescent [Hamza] is changed into the consonant 
of the vowel of what precedes it, [i. e., is converted into 
( if precedes by Fatha, into ^ if preceded by Kasra, and 
into ; if preceded by Damma (Jrb, MASH),] as ^ 
[and <L>(j3 (M)], *ju , and ^ / was evil ; [and !yb jU , 

jc£ p, and ^yb p ;] and \l#S^Sl J[ VI. 70. [below], 
J^JLdJtlL 283., and ^Sj^JL, IX. 49. (SH): whether 
the quiescent Hamza and the preceding mobile be in one 
word, as in <j* K [and va> fy> ], Jo , and ^^ i was etw, 

1st ^pers. pret. of ^Uu , aor. ^ ; or in two words, as in 
VI. 70., II. 283., and IX. 49. (Jrb) : [and] whether the 
Hamza be in the middle, as in ^K [and cs>t*s], Jk, 

and v^*u ; or at the end, as m I JL> jj , ^ j>o pj , and ^ Jb ^ : 
their predicament being one (MASH) : because the 
unsound letter is lighter than Hamza (R, MASH), and 
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especially when the vowel of the letter before the 
Hamza is homogeneous with the unsound letter (R). 
The Hamza is not put betwixt and between, since it has 
no vowel, between whose consonant and Hamza it might 
be put, Nor is it elided (R, MASH), because there 
would remain nothing to indicate it (MASH) ; since 
Hamza is elided only after its vowel is thrown upon the 
preceding [consonant], to be an indication of it ; while 
the vowel is thrown only upon the quiescent, not upon 
the mobile (R). In Vl. 70. [above], the conj. Hamza 
is elided from the beginning of the imj). [669] ; and 

then, two quiescents coming together, the t of ^cXjJI is 

elided [663] ; so that the expression becomes Lu3j^gJ| J| 
with a quiescent Hamza after the & ; and then the Hamza 
is converted into I : [similarly,] in II. 283., the conj. 

Hamza is elided [669], and then the ^ of ^Jjf [663] ; 

so that the expression becomes ^+x5 jJ I , with a qui- 
escent Hamza after the b ; and then the Hamza is 
converted into << : and, in IX. 49., the conj. Hamza is 

elided [669], so that the expression becomes ^OjJjJb ; 

and then the Hamza is converted into ^ . Having 

finished with the quiescent Hamza, IH [now] begins Upon 

the mobile (Jrb). The mobile Hamza is [of two kinds, 

being (R)] preceded by either a quiescent or a mobile 

(R, Jrb). If it be preceded by a quiescent, then that 

94 a 
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quiescent is either in the same word as the Hamza, or 
in another word ; and, if in the samo w T ord, is either a 
sound or an unsound letter ; and, if an unsound letter* is 
either a ^ or .5 , or an I ; and, if a ^ or ^ > is either aug. 
or rad.; and, if aug,, is either non-coordinative or coordi- 
native (Jrb). The mobile [Hamza (R, Jrb)] T if preceded 
by a quiescent, (1) when the quiescent is a non-coordi- 
native aug. ) er ^ , is converted into a ^ or ^ , 
respectively ; and, [when so converted (Jrb),] has the 

preceding ^ or ^ incorporated into it, as suia£> , [orig. 

ZZxhr* fault (Jrb)] ; »^ JLo , [ orig. s^JU read (Jrb)] ; 

and y*^ I (SH), orig. u *^s\ (Jrb), dim. of ^^il , pi. of 

u-li axe (R, Jrb) : (a) the alleviation here is by change, 
which is prescribed because betwixt-and-between is 
not possible, since its Hamza is approximate, to the 
quiescent ; so that it would entail a concurrence of two 
quiescents, what precedes the Hamza being quiescent ; 
nor [is] elision [possible], by transfer of the vowel of the 
Hamza to what precedes it, because of their dislike to 
mobilizing a consonant that has no right to a vowel ; 
while mobilization of it is rendered unnecessary by 
recourse to conversion, which, as above shown, is 
superior to elision : (b) this [alleviation by] conversion 
and incorporation is merely allowable (Jrb) ; and the 
saying [of some GG (Jrb)] that it is obligatory in ^ 
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prophet and '^ creation [278] is incorrect, [because 
%A with Hamza is read by Nafi c in the whole of the> 
Kur, and *£? J with Hamza by Nafi' and Ibn Dhakwan- 

( Jrb)] ; but it is frequent (SH) in them (Jrb) : S says 
(R), change is made obligatory in them [even] by those 
who [ordinarily] sound [the Hamza] true ; [and this is 
not done to every thing like them, being only learnt 
by hearsay (S)] : but, [says he (R)J it has reached us. 
that some [inhabitants of AlHijaz (S)], who sound [the 
Hamza] true, say i^aj and &^>o ; though that is rare, 
corrupt (S, R), meaning " rare, corrupt * in the language 
of the Arabs, not " corrupt" in analogy, it being 
authorized among the Seven Readings ; and similarly 
he holds alleviation to be obligatory in the inf n., like 

'iyu prophecy, prophetic office : but IH, seeing that %^ 
and &£>o with Hamza are authorized anions the Seven, 
decides that alleviation of them is not obligatory ; and 
similarly S^^o with Hamza occurs among the Seven : 
whereas S holds that to be corrupt, notwithstanding its 
being so read ; and perhaps, according to him, the Seven 
Readings are not canonical^ otherwise he would not 
decide that to be corrupt which [by its canonicity] would 
be authenticated as part of the noble, ancient Kur'an, far 
above corruptness ! (R) : (2) when the quiescent is an f , 
is alleviated by the well-known betwixt-and -between 

Uign 
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(SH) : so that you put it between Hamza and I , if the 
Hamza be pronounced with Fath, as in J f L* questioned 
and * I \J> reading ; between Hamza and y , if it be 

. fit *^ 

pronounced with Damm, as in JLLuJ asking one of 
another and +£ks reconciliation; and between Hamza 
and ^5 , if it be pronounced with Kasr, as in JoU sayer 
[below] and *^b seller : (a) elision by transfer of the 
vowel to the I is disallowed, because f does not receive a 
vowel ; and conversion with incorporation is disallowed, 
because t is not incorporated, nor incorporated into [739] 
(Jrb) ; while the strange betwixt-and-between is not 
possible, since what precedes the Hamza has no vowel : 
so that no mode remains but the well-known betwixt- ' 
and-between, [which is allowable,] because its Hamza, 
though it approximates to the quiescent, is in every case 
mobile ; while recourse to this [mode] is compulsory, 
when alleviation is intended, because the doors of the 
other modes of alleviation are closed (R) : (3) when the 
quiescent is a sound letter (SH)> as in &J lw> question 
and %^>z> [641, 642] (Jrb), or an unsound letter other 
than that [ I or non-coordinative aug. ^ or ^ , vid. a rad+ 
5 or ^5 y as in %y» evil and %^& thing \ or a coordinative 
aug. 5 or ^ , as. in Sb 1^ JaxCaha > name of a water, and 
JL^ the she-hyena, where the ^ and & are for coordi- 
nation with jsuu* (392) (Jrb)], has its vowel transferred" 
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Q -* 



thereto, and is elided, as sUUlc [663] and ^i> [below], 
^ and L* [below], and 5o^ and Jou^ [300] (SH), 
because elision of the Hamza is most effective in allevia- 
tion ; while one appurtenance of the Hamza remains to 
indicate it, vid. its vowel transferred to the preceding 
quiescent (Jrb) ; (a) the Hamza is not put betwixt and 
between, lest a quasi-concurrence of two quiescents be 
entailed, the Hamza being put betwixt and between only 
in a position where a quiescent would be allowable in 
its place, except with the t alone, as in JuU [above], as 
we have mentioned, because of the compulsion [before 
noted] ; nor do they change it into an unsound letter, 
without, or after, transfer of its vowel, because, says S, 
they dislike to include these words among the formations 
having ^ and ^ [for their J s (S)] : (b) the KK and some 
of the BB, like AZ, allow conversion of the Hamza into 
an unsound letter, without transfer of its vowel, in 
various ways, without rule or system, saying y* x for £^5* 

inf. n. of oUs I darned, as they say, in the case of the 

quiescent Hamza preceded by a mobile, ^i^ and ^y*y 

ior <oU^ and ^Lxo I grew up, and cuaS and ouj for 

vA+±> I hid and ^]j> I read ; but all of this, according 
to S, is corrupt: (c) the KK allow as regular the 
conversion of the Hamza pronounced with Fath, exclu- 
sively, into | , after transfer of its vowel to the preceding 
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quiescent, as sL* and aU5" [for slyo woman and sUT 
truffles (S)]; and S transmits that, but says that it is 
rare : (d) transfer of the vowel is not allowable in the 
conjug. of wbbf zvas bent, or curved, because they 
require the ^ of Judu! [491] to be invariably quiescent 
(R) : (e) [all of] this is when the quiescent is in the 
same word as the Hamza ( Jrb) ; and, [if it be not, then 
also the vowel of the Hamza is transferred to the 

quiescent, and the Hamza is elided, whether the quies- 

*** & ** j^ 
cent be an unsound, or a sound, letter (Jrb),] as ^^.yf\ 

^ &~& y& Q s y 

[for v^'r?' the f at ^ er °f J°b (J r ^)]» ffr*;^ [ for 

o ^ y y* * * sq^ 

Itf^oio the author of their matter (Jrb)], iy> (5 *ajI 
[for s^l {S **^ I seek for his matter (Jrb)], and dUo^u? 
(SH) for viLol .-ols Me judges of thy father ; and 
similarly ^ ^ for eJ^? I ^x» TrAo is thy father ?, 
viLo ^ for iL*t ^x> TfAo ^5 My mother?, ^JLL jO for 
dULt 15 iZow many are My camels ? (Jrb) : (f) the 
cat. of £<«■£ anc ^ % y M [ a ^ ove ] a ^ so occurs incorporated 

2 ^ 3 * 

(SH), as ^ and j-** (MASH), the non-aug . and ^5 
being assimilated to the aug*, as in xxhs> and *;*&* 
[above], and incorporated, like them [into the converted 
Hamza] ; but the well-known [mode of alleviation] is the 
first (Jrb) : (g) that [transfer of the vowel with elision 
of the Hamza (Jrb)] is (a) obligatory in the cat. of ^ 
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sees, [prig. ^I-j , like ^-j grazes (Jrb),] and of ^1 
showed and ^50 shows, from frequency (SH) of usage 
(Jrb), since ^I*j , according to the o.f., is hardly ever 
used as aor. of ^ K saw, or ^5 I % I and ^^ as jp?*e£. and 
«or. in the conjug. of Jbtit (MASH) ; contrary to ^Uj 
goes far aicay, [aor. of ^U (Jrb),] and to ^b! sent fa?' 
away and ^Ju sends far away (SH), which are treated 
like other words as regards allowability of alleviation, 
because they are not so frequent as ^50 , etc. (Jrb) : (oc) 
every word composed of ^ K , whether from Ej,. sight, 
^K knowledge, opinion, or L^ vision, dream, when 
you prefix another letter to it, for the formation of its 
paradigm, and its * is quiescent, must have its Hamza 
elided, after transfer of the vowel thereof [to the 
quiescent y ], from frequency of usage, except ^{l* 
aspect, Slwo outward appearance, and is I wo mirror-, 
but in poetry such as 

[by Suraka Ibn Mirdas alAzdi alBarikl, 1 make mine 
eyes see what they have not seen : each of us is knowing 
in falsehoods (SM),] sometimes occurs : ( B) the Hamza 
[of ^kj\^ , when conjoined] with the interrog. Hamza, is 
often elided, notwithstanding the mobility of what 
precedes it, in such as oo,J [below], as [will be] 
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mentioned (R) : (b) frequent in the cat. of Jj^ ask, \prig. 
<JU (Jrb\] because of the two Hamzas (SH) : (ce) they 
transfer the vowel of the second Hamza to the ^ ; and 
dispense with the conj. Hamza [428] (Jrb), because of 
the mobility of what follows it (Mb) : and that, say the 

GG, is more frequent than ^ bellow for \lL\ (Jrb) : ( Q ) 
JLJ being used more frequently than such as vU>f , its 
alleviation, by transfer of the vowel of its [second] 
Hamza to the preceding [letter], and elision of the 
[same] Hamza, is frequent, contrary to such as * U>| ; 
but, if the alleviation were frequent, [as IH suggests,] 
because of the two Hamzas only, , U*| would be like it : 
(7) IH says that, after transfer of the vowel of the 
[second] Hamza to the ^ , and elision of the [same] 
Hamza, elision of the conj. Hamza [also] is obligatory 
[G60], although the vowel of the ^ is accidental, because 

1 /» of* 

what requires alleviation to be frequent in J L*l is the 
combination of two Hamzas ; while the [second] Hamza 
FofJLuJ]is [constructively] remaining [in Ji*,f ], since 
its vowel is remaining upon the ^ ; so that the conj. 
Hamza is necessarily elided : (S) Sf says that one of the 
GG, meaning Akh, transmits J^l , like *+&J\ [C60] ; 
but states that what he transmits is vitiated by [the 
fact] that no one says f^JUi't They f ought together 
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[756] or J j' Reject thou [664]: and lie distinguishes 
between H^JI and JlIi by [saying] that the <j* [in the 

latter] is orig. mobile, as in JL* asked \ whereas the 
determinative J [in the former] is orig. quiescent : while 
S says that the distinction between them is that the 
Hamza of the determinative J resembles the disj. Hamza 

of ^^1 in being pronounced with Fatha when inceptive 

[668] ; and in being retained in interrogation, as *JU I [669], 

and in [the vac] xJLH L> [52] also (H). Here begins the 
explanation of the mode of pausing upon the final 
Hamza, which is mobile in continuity. A similar expla- 
nation has not been indicated in the case of the quiescent 
[Hamza], because, in respect of alleviation, the predica- 
ment of the final Hamza quiescent in continuity is the 
same in the state of pause as in that of continuity (Jrb). 
The final mobile Hamza is paused upon either according 
to the method of those who sound [the Hamza] true, or 
according to the method of those who alleviate [it]; 
The predicament of the first [method] has been fully 
explained in the chapter on Pause [641, 642], And the 
second method is first to alleviate the Hamza, because 
the state of continuity is anterior to that of pause, while 
the heaviness of the Hamza is realized in the state of 
continuity. The Hamza is therefore alleviated according 

to the proper mode, which, [when the Hamza is not 

95 a 

F/ 
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preceded by an I J is either transfer and elision, as in %<^jJ> 
[above] ; or conversion and incorporation, as in t&yi 
free and £.Ju> [above] : so that ^^ remains, with the 
^ mobile, like *S blood ; and is then paused upon with 
mere quiescence, or with Raum, Ishtnam, or reduplication 

[641, 642] ; and ^^ and ^JLo remain, [with the <5 or ^ ] 

doubled ; and are then paused upon with quiescence, 

Raum, or Ishmam : while the alleviation of £^& and %y^ 
[above] is, as we have mentioned, by transfer and 
elision, which is the o. f. ; or by conversion and incorpo- 
ration, according to the saying of some ; and r in either 
case, quiescence, Raum, or Ishmam is allowable ; but not 
reduplication [640], This is [the rule of pause after 
alleviation] when the Hamza is not preceded by an I : 
but, if the final Hamza be preceded by an I , then, as we 
have mentioned, the alleviation is by the well-known 
betwixt-and-between : and, when you have so allevi- 
ated it, and afterwards mean to pause upon it, then, (1) 
if you observe, and retain, in pause, the alleviation 
that was in the state of continuity, vid. the well- 
known betwixt-and-between, only pause with Raum is 
allowable, because reduplication of the Hamza is not 
allowable [640] ; while with mere quiescence and Ishmam, 
which also is quiescence, betwixt-and-between is not 
allowable, because betwixt-and-between is not found 
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except with something of the vowel : (2) if you do not 
observe in pause the alleviation of continuity, and mean 
[to employ] the well-known mode of pause, vid. quies- 
cence, you reduce the Hamza, that was orig. mobile, but 
after the alleviation is put betwixt and between, to 
quiescence, the concurrence of two quiescents being 
allowable, because it is in pause [663] ; and then, the 

alleviation of bet wixt-and -between being annulled by 
the reduction of the Hamza to quiescence, you intend 
[to employ] another [mode of] alleviation ; while elision 
is not practicable, since that occurs only with transfer 
of the vowel to what precedes the Hamza, whereas no 
vowel is transferred to the I ; so that nothing remains but 
conversion of the quiescent Hamza into I , because the 
preceding I is like Fatha ; and thus it becomes like [the 

I in] I Jb J [above] : but, in addition to quiescence, neither 
Raum nor Ishmam is allowable, because the vowel was 
upon the letter for which this I is a subst., not upon the 
I [itself], so that the latter should be pronounceable with 
Raum or Ishmam, as we said of pause upon the * of 
feminization [640]; and also because Raum is [achieved] 
by retaining part of the vowel, whereas the pure | does 
not admit of that. This [second] mode, I mean pause 
with quiescence, and [with] conversion of the Hamza 
into I , is more frequent in this cat. than [the first mode, 
i. e.J pause with Raum by putting the Hamza betwixt 
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and between. And, when you convert into I the Hamza, 
which is preceded by an I , you may (l) retain the two 
I s , because two quiescents are admissible in pause ; and 
then you draw a long sign of prolongation, supposed to 
represent two I s : (2) elide one of them, because of the 
combination of two likes ; and then you draw a short 
sign of prolongation, supposed to represent one 1 . But, 
if the [>i. whose final is] Hamza be an ace. pronounced 
with Tanwln, the Hamza is not final ; so that these 
varieties are not found in it ; but the Tanwln is converted 
into I , as l*l^> prayer and ULLg nightfall [640] (R). 
The discussion is [still] upon the mobile Hamza (Jrb). 
If it be preceded by a mobile, it is [of (Jrb)] nine' [kinds 
(Jrb)], being pronounced with Fath, Kasr, or Damm, 
and, in each case, preceded by [any of] the three 
[vowels], as (1) JL« asked, (2) kSLo hundred, (3) J^^ 
limited [66 1], (4) ^ was disgusted [661], (5) ^^y^x^o 
scoffers, (6) J^w was asked, (7) o^ pitiful, (8) 

J,A4^° IL 13 ' sco ff GVS i ( 9 ) \r») heads ( SH )- And 
the predicament mentioned in the case of the [Hamza] 
attached [to the preceding mobile] holds equally good 
in the case of the detached, the exs. of which are (1) 
&JJ jli Ahmad said, (2) AJ) +&L by the manservant 
of thy father, (3) dluT J3i ljJ> ^1 Verily this is the 
manservant of thy father, (4) f^»p[ JL* Ibrahim said, 
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(5) ^Atfyt +yJu} by the manservant* of Ibrahim, (6) 
Ix^yjl JLo |j^£> This is the property of Ibrahim, (7) 
dUi^l *^ J^l verily the manservant of thy sister, (8) 
sil^t *^Jb by the manservant of thy sister, (9) JLo fj^» 

^ Cr i 

dbci»t TA^s z*5 f/ie property of thy sister, (R). The 
regular mode [of alleviation] in its case is betwixt-and- 
between, because this involves alleviation of the Hamza 
with a remnant of its effect, to be an indication that the 
o. f of the word is [with] Hamza. But betwixt-and- 
between is not possible in two cases, vid. when the 
Hamza is pronounced with Fath, and preceded by a 
letter pronounced with JDamni, as in J^^c ; or Kasr, as 

G*' 

in *3Lo : because, in the well-known betwixt-and- 
between, the Hamza would approximate to an I preceded 
by Damma or Kasra, which is disliked (Jrb). When 
you intend to alleviate the Hamza, whether it be 
attached [to the preceding mobile] or detached, then, 
(l) if pronounced with Fatb, and preceded by a letter 
pronounced with Kasr, as in kS U , it is converted into a 
pure <5 , because of the impracticability of eliding it, 
since it is elided only after transfer of the vowel, 
■whereas no vowel is transferred to a mobile : while 
softening [below] also is impracticable, since the Hamza 
would become [intermediate] between Hamza and t ; so 
that, as the occurrence of I after Kasra is impossible, 
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they do not allow the similitude of the I also to occur 
after it : (2) if pronounced with Fath, and preceded 
by a letter pronounced with Damm, as in &s>j* , it is 
converted into a pure ^ , for a reason like what we have 
mentioned in the case of &3 Lo [above]. There remain 

seven exs., in all of which, according to S, the Hamza 
is softened by the well-known betwixt-and-between : not 
by elision, because what precedes it is mobile : nor by 
conversion, as in the two exs., because the intentio| 
to alleviate is realized by the softening of the Hamza 
betwixt and between, while the general rule is that a 
letter should not be excluded from its natural constitu- 
tion; whereas, in the two exs., conversion is quasi- 
compulsory, as we have mentioned. The meaning of 
" softening " [the Hamza] is pronouncing it between 
Hamza and the consonant of its vowel, and making the 
vowel, that is upon it, slurred, soft ; so that the Hamza 
is quasi-quiescent, although you do not [actually] make 
it quiescent. And, for this reason, the Hamza preceded 
by a quiescent is not softened, lest there be a quasi- 
combination of two quiescents: though indeed that 
[quasi-combination] is allowable, when recourse to it is 
compulsory, vid. when the Hamza is preceded by an I 
[above], because the remaining modes of alleviation are 
[then] impracticable, as we have mentioned ; and because 
the I [663], being a letter of prolongation more fre- 
quently than the rest of the soft letters, is available, like 
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the mobile, as a support [for the quiescent after it], as 
[will be seen] in the chapter on the Concurrence of Two 
Quiescents. The KK hold that the softened [Hamza] is 
[actually] quiescent. But S adduces an irresistible 
argument for its mobilization, vid. that, when following 
a quiescent, it is softened, in poetry, in the position 
where, if two quiescents were combined, [the metre of 
(MAR)] the verse would be broken, as in the saying 
of AlA'sha 

Juii* ^aXa j&<> y (j;-^' ^) # ^ 7^1 <S^^ ^V ^) & " 

(R) Is it because she has seen [me to be] a man blind 
by night, whom the vicissitudes of fortune, and a 
destructive, disordered, time, have afflicted^ (MAR). 
But, according to Akh, [the Hamzas in] the seven [e#s.] 
are softened with the well-known betwixt-and-between, 
except two of them, the one pronounced with Damm, 
and preceded by a letter pronounced with Kasr, as in 
^ySy^L^o II. 13. ' 661]; and the one pronounced with 
Kasr, and preceded by a letter pronounced with Damm, 
as in JJL»* [661] : the first, says he, being converted into 

,» 9 o ^ « 9 

a pure & , [as ^j ^ gx^x? ] ; and the second into a pure . , 
[as Jj*y ] : since, if they were softened, the first would 
be like the quiescent ^ , which does not occur after 
Kasra ; and the second like the quiescent ^ , which does 
not occur after Damma ; as the I does not occur after 
Damma or Kasra. And some, in the case of such as 
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J^ and ^JSugXy** , have recourse to the strange betwixt- 
and-between, [saying J^ and ^^jy.$Xwo , as above 

mentioned] ; while this opinion also is attributed by some 
to Akh. Those who venture upon this mode of soften- 
ing here, strange, extraordinary though it be, do so j 
only to escape from the charge incurred by S in the 
well known betwixt-and-between, [vid. the occurrence of 
the similitude of a quiescent ^ after Kasra, and of the 
similitude of a quiescent ^5 after Dam ma,] as before 
mentioned ; and from the charge inclined by Akh, vid. 
the occurrence of the pure ^ mobilized by Kasr after 

Pamma in jy^ , and of the pure ^5 mobilized by Damm 

after Kasra in ^jygjL*uo : such [an occurrence] being 

eschewed in their language. But, as to [the Hamzas in] 
the remaining five [errs.], there is no dispute that the 
well-known betwixt-and-between is [prescribed] in their 
case. The Hamza is sometimes changed into t , when 
it and the letter preceding it are pronounced with Fath, 
as Jul asked ; into a quiescent ^ , when it and the letter 
preceding it are pronounced with Damm, as IJM ^ heads ; 
and into a quiescent ^5 , when it and the letter preceding' 
it are pronounced with Kasr, as ^ugXwuo scoffers [below Jr 
This, says S, is not an undeviating rule : but is confined 
to hearsay, [being only remembered from the Arabs, as 
one remembers the word for whose ^ the \& is substituted 
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(S),] like v.^^ub'1 for c^svJ^I [689 J ; whereas you do not 
say v^jJj! for oudjl I rendered eager (R). And hence 
%L*jjo [659], orig. sLwuLo staff (S). In metric exigency, 
however, says he, that is regular, as 

jtfwjl ^JUjd it g Jyi (c^ti ^ aLULs JUuJl R+J^+j v^j^K 

[by AlFarazdak, TAe mules have gone away with 
Maslama at evening. Then graze your camels, Fazdra. 
May the pasture not be pleasant to you ! (N)], 

[by Zaid Ibn 'Amr Ibn Nufail alKurashi al'Adawi, 
They (his two wives) have asked me for divorce, 
because they have seen me to be such that my wealth 
has become small. Ye (an enallage from the 3rd pers. 
to the 2nd) have brought to me an unseemly matter 
(AKB)], 

9 ' • ^ x ^ Oo ^ > • C ->• 

(R), by Hassan, Hudhail asked of the Apostle of God 

a lewd boon. Hudhail erred in what it asked, and 

9 • 9 ^ & 

did not right (N). For v^L« 2* asked, [aor. JL*| , like 

9 ° 9 ,, -& 

\zka± 1 feared, aor. oU»t (Mb),] does not belong to the 

dial, of these [poets] : nor does [ jLl He asked, aor.] 
JUo [below] (S); or ^SjLoj U$ 2%e?/ £ax> as&, one of 

96 a 

mizea 1 
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another (Mb). It has reached me that oJL« Thou- 

askedst, aor. JL*3 , is a dial. var. (S) ; and Am says 
that it is a recognized dial. var., [being the dial, of 
Kuraish (K, B), who say oJL* , aor. jLo , and Li> 
^^LLjcj They two ask, one of another (K),] in 
accordance with which is the reading [of Nafi< and Ibn 

'Amir (B)] *JT JsU jll LXX. 1. [503] (AKB); and 
[the author of the KF says that] J(JL , aor. JL«S 
[above], like \J\a He feared, aor. oL^j , is: said, and 

^:llJo C# [above] (KF). S cites, among [the ezs. of} 

what is not alloAvable out of poetry, except by hearsay, 
the saying of the poet ['Abd ArRahman Ibn Hassan 
(S, N)] I 

(R) ^?k£ *Aow would st be viler than a tent-peg in a 
plain, whose head a hammerer batters with the stone, 
meaning ^lj (N). But this, says IH, which is the 
truth, is not an instance of that, being regular, [contrary 
to the opinion of S (SH),] because ^Ij is the end of 
the verse ; and, this being paused upon, the final of the 
word is a quiescent Hamza preceded by Kasra, as in 
JLL' SJ [above], the rule of which is to be alleviated by 
being made into ^ , in, or out of, poetry. When, indeed, 
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such as ^\yi\ occurs in continuity, as ^xi L> ^=^yi ^ ova 
I passed by the hammerer, youth, the Hamza being 
made a quiescent ^ , [as in ^y^^x^jo above,] then it 
belongs to this cat. S lays down unrestrictedly that the 
Hamza, which, according to those who alleviate, is put 
betwixt and between, is converted into t when the letter 
preceding it is pronounced with Fath, into ^ when the 
letter preceding it is pronounced with Kasr, and into ^ 
when the letter preceding it is pronounced with Damni : 
but the truth is that one should restrict this, as IY does, 
by saying " The Hamza is [sometimes] converted into I 
when it and the letter preceding it are pronounced with 
Fath, into ^ when it and the letter preceding it are 
pronounced with Kasr, and into ^ when it and the 
letter preceding it are pronounced with Danim", as 
above expressed. IY, however, does not restrict the * 
and ^5 , that the Hamza is converted into, by quiescence ; 
but it is more proper to say " a quiescent y " and " a 
quiescent ^ ", as we have done above. According to 
this, then, [the Hamza in] such as +yi was base or *£* 
[above] is not converted into I , either in, or out of, 
poetic exigency ; nor [the Hamza in] such as ^y \ ^ 
or ju Lo into a quiescent ^ ; nor [the Hamza in] such as 
J^ww or J^-yj with a quiescent ^ . Sf says " Among the 
anomalies that occur are the following : — (1) some 
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transfer the vowel of the detached Hamza [below] to 
the final of the preceding word mobilized with an unin- 
flectional vowel, as (jjl^L* Jli Ishak said and LiCw JL>' 
Usdma said : whereas, if the vowel [of the preceding 
final] be inflectional, the vowel of the Hamza is not 
transferred ; so that you do not say (jLiJL Jyb Ishak 

says or &?Lu, J^Jb ^J Usdma shall not say, from respect 
for the vowel of inflection : (2) some elide the 
[detached] Hamza [below], without transfer of its 
vowel to the final of the [preceding] word, saying 

iJjIa** JLs and &cLw JU : but the first [mode] is more 
excellent : (3) some elide the detached Hamza [above], 
i. e., that which is in the beginning of the word, when it 
occurs after an I at the end of the [preceding] word : and 
then, if the Hamza be followed by a quiescent, as in 
^.v^t U How good is! and J^x>f L> What is thine 
affair ? , the I is dropped, [as ^^^ p and Jv<> ^ ] ; but, 
if it be followed by a mobile, as in <x&l Lo How hard is!> 
the I remains, as <X£ U , whence 

y o )<>*> 9 • °-o • * « «o ° ^ * o 9 s ' *■& «> /»o5 S/ f* 

(R) IZbw hardy are their souls! and how knowing are 
they in what the noble, the Muslim, defends his 
dependents ivith ! (MAR). The Hamza is sqmetimes 
elided, (1) without reason or canon, as ^b for u*b| 
[52] : (2) in ^oi^, (a) [often] with the interrog. Hamza, 
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as *^o ) I [above] for ooKt; and this is the reading of 
Ks in the whole of the formations of <^K conjoined with 
the t^j , and having the inter rog. Hamza at their 
beginning (R) : Abu-lAswad [adDu'ali (KA)] says 

(Jh, R) Hast thou considered, [meaning Tell me what 
thou thinkest of] a man, that I had not proven, who 
came to me, and said u Take thou me for a friend "? 
(MAR) ; and another says 

j?as£ £/*o& considered, meaning 7WZ £Ao& we [560], (/" 
thou prevent me from speaking to Lail&, shalt thou 
prevent me from weeping for Laild ? (Jh) : (a) the 
reason why that [elision] is frequent in co K and its 
congeners is only frequency of usage, as elision is 
necessary in ,<o [above], ^ I , and ^o ; but unnecessary 

in such as JL*o asks and^Lu [above] : for, when you 
prefix the interrog. Hamza tocoK, then, [by reason 
of the frequency of such prefixion,] it is assimilated 
to the Hamza of vs. [433, 488] ; so that the Hamza 
of &\s is allowably elided : (b) seldom with Jls> , as 

^ 0-0 ^ «» * * « -9 c • ' s o s •■£ ' <>s o s * 

sSk&sl\ ^ \£<f* U £^=-M ^ $) * gto v^Jt^-w y \ CO. Jk5> _Lo 

(R), by Isma'll Ibn Yasar (KA, Jh) anNisa I (KA), 
Comrade^ hast thou seen } or heard of a herdsman 

L i 
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that put back into the udder what he had collected in 
the milking-vessel ? (Jsh, N) ; or in one version, 
loi^oJ! ^ i n ^ e milking -vessels (Jh). And the Hamza, 
which, if it remained in its place, would be alleviated by 
elision, is sometimes made to precede, from dislike to 

elision ; so that one says ^j^JLv L for ,jjJL*j They ask, 
because its alleviation is then by conversion, not by 
elision : the poet says 

When people arise, asking of their king a gift, then 
Dahmd is that gift which I shall be asking ; and like 

it is u-*A-> for (j-aaaj despairs (R). 

§. 659. In the imp. of the t;. whose oisa Hamza 
quiescent in the aor., as in ^s| came, aor. .J>L>, and 

1*3 I sinned, aor. +2 L , [and U* t dressed the wound, aor. 

» £' . . . 

^wb ,] the Hamza is changed into a pure ^ if the conj. 

Hamza be pronounced with Kasr [428], as oof come 

and li^l sin, oW</. v^j| [661] and jU3t ; and is converted 

into a pure y if the conj. Hamza be pronounced with 

Pamm, as ^y^J I ^ Dress the wound, ong. ^f : the 
second Hamza being converted into a soft letter, as an 
escape from the combination of two Hamzas, because 
alleviation, which is allowable in the case of [one] 
Hamza [658], is necessary in the case of two Hamzas 
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[661]. Three ys., however, deviate from this [rule], 
vid. tXi* take, ^f eat, and yc command, which are heard, 
but are not to be copied, because of their exclusion from 
[the predicament ofj their counterparts (IY). They 
elide the [rad. (Jrb)] Hamza (M, Jrb), which is a u3 
(IY), in jy [above], <X=» , and w* , irregularly (M), from 
frequency of usage (Jrb), for alleviation, because of the 
combination of two Hamzas in what is frequently used 
(IY);and [then (IY)] they dispense with the conj. 
Hamza (IY, Jrb), because of the disappearance of the 
quiescent [Hamza], and the mobility of what is made 

© , C 9 

the initial, vid. the ^ in <Xi* , the ^J in JlT, and the * in 

« , Of 

yo [428]. Thus the measure of the v. is J^ , with the 
\J elided (IY). Then they make this elision obligatory 

O J • 9 • 9 

in <X=* and J^f ; but not in ^o (M, R), where elision, 
though chaster than conversion, is not obligatory (R). 
Therefore they do not say Jl=*jI or Jo^l : but [you say 
°Jo and lo^h and (IY)] the Kur has XX. 132. [428] 
(M). The regular form is jj> y \ , JfJ (IY, Jrb), and 
wojl (IY), in the imp. from jc=»| taking, (jS f eating, [and 
j*\ commanding,] like ~£ol [in the imp.] from y&l 

"* * o 9 o > 

exulted, i. q. jSa* (Jrb). But they keep to Ai* and JJ , 
irregularly, from frequency (SH) of usage (MASH). 
As for the imp. from yi\ commanding, it does not 
reach the same extent of frequency as the [other] two ; 

- 
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so that they assign to it an intermediate predicament, 

•> > O 9 

allowing oc^t and uo in it (Jrb). This is when it is 
inceptive. When, however, it occurs in the interior [of 
the sentence], as in y° t ^ And command, yo Li Then 

command, and yo\ vdJ oli> I said to thee " Command", 
retention of the Hamza is more frequent than elision, 
because the reason for the elision is the combination of 
two Harnzas, which are not combined in the interior 
[669]. But yjoj and ^i , though rare, are allowable, 
because the original state of the word is to be inceptive : 
so that it is as though at first the Hamza were elided in 
inception ; and afterwards the curtailed word, occurring 
in the interior [of the sentence], remained in its [cur- 
tailed] state (R). This discussion, although it involves 
a combination of two Hamzas [661], is mentioned here 
by [Z and] IH, because it is akin to [the discussion on] 
sLwJL* [658], JLu/ , and is ^^i\ in continuity, inasmuch as 
their alleviation [also] is irregular (Jrb). 

§. 660. It [is known, from what (Jrb)] has been 
previously mentioned [658], that the [mobile (IY)] 
Hamza [preceded by a quiescent, which is not a letter 
of prolongation or softness (IY),] has its vowel transferred 
to the preceding quiescent (IY, Jrb), and is elided, as 
*JL*x> for £llw> (IY); and here [Z followed by] IH 
shows whether, when the vowel is transferred to the 
determinative J , that vowel is taken into account, or 
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hot (Jrb). One instance of that is ^^^ I [668], when 
its Hamz* is alleviated (IY). If the vowel be not taken 
into account, as is the method of most, ^-s\J I must be 
said, with expression of the conj. Hamza, because the J 
is virtually quiescent (Jrb). [For,] when the vowel of 
the Hamza, which is the initial of a word, is transferred 
to the preceding J of determination, that J is construc- 
tively quiescent for [three] reasons : — (1) that the J is 
orig. quiescent, contrary to such as the <ji of JLs [below] : 
{2) that the J , being another word [599], not [part of] 
the one whose initial is the Hamza, is on the verge of 
departure ; so that it is [regarded] as though it had 
departed, and the vowel of the [second] Hamza were 
transferred to the [conj.'] Hamza, the J remaining 
quiescent ; contrary to the <jf of JL» , which belongs to 
the same word as the [elided] ^ : (3) that transfer of the 
vowel of the Hamza to the preceding [quiescent] is not 
constant, so that it is as though the vowel were not 
transferred ; contrary to the transfer of the vowel of the 
) [in Jji» I the o. /.] of Jj> to the preceding [quiescent] 
(K). But, if the vowel be taken into account, * J^aJ 
must be said, with elision of the [conj.'] Hamza, because 
the vowel of the J renders it unnecessary. For the J 
becomes like part of the n. } literally, because it consists 
of one letter ; and ideally, because it alters the significa- 
tion of the n. from indeterminateness to determinateness : 

97 a 
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and, since It becomes like part [of the «l], the vowel 
transferred to it [in y»<jJ ] resembles the vowel [trans< 
ferred to the y* ] in Ju* [below], <mj. JL*I [658] (Jrb). 

When [therefore] the cat. of w*.^ I is alleviated,, the? 
Hamza of the J more often remains (SH) ; while some 
elide it (MASH) : so that ll^jf is said (SH), the 
second Hamza [only] beings elided, according to the 
tbore frequent [method] (MASH) ; or *^J (SH), the 
conj. Hamza also being elided, according to the rarer 
[method] (MASH). And apparently the cat. of Jjjs if I 
ability and ^UiU^yi asking, pardon is like that, as 
respects the allowability of [ yjje&J ! and ] .UjUmJ I , or 
[ sljoiii and] XjtixyJ (Jrb). And, [when J^a or ^5 is 
conjoined with the cat. of *^a* ^ f , then (Jrb)] one says> 
(1) according to the more frequent [method, J^Jl ^a 
pronounced] w^snJ ^jjo from the red, with Fattiofthe 
^ (SH), because, the J being quasi-quiescent [above], 
if the ^ were not mobilized, two quiescents would come 
together (Jrb); and [^ssll^ pronounced] ^»s v l* in 
th$, red, with elision of the <j (SH), lest two quiescent* 
come together, because the J is virtually quiescent 
[above] :• (2) according to the rarer [method], u^J <j*? r 
leith quiescence of the ^ ; and ^ssJ ^i , with expression 
cf the ^ (Jrb). As for ^ \j*from now > henceforward 
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£206], it is [treated] according to both methods :— (1) if 
you say U^sd , taking the vowel [of the J ] into account, 
you say ^ J^« , with quiescence of the ^ in j», 
because what follows it is mobile ; and, according to that, 
^S) f^AS II. 66. [149, 206] is read, with expression of t£e 
. , because the J is mobile, so that two quiescents do not 
come together : (2) if you say j±a) f , with expression of 
the con]. Hamza, not taking the vowel of the J into 
account, but treating the J as quiescent, you say (^S ^ f 
with Fath of the ^ , because of the concurrence of two 
quiescents ; and , according to that, you say ^ykjo 7 on the 
principle of the poet's saying 

w<X£Lo JUb JJ> t^iXJ 1 j*h # &S3 Le ^yucio U I kXj\ 
Convey tkou to Abu Duhktanus a message^ not thai 
which is sometimes said, consisting of falsehood, the 
^ [of £* ( Jh)] being elided [by some of the Arabs, in 

juxtaposition with the art (Jh)], on account of the 
concurrence of two quiescents, because it is treated like 
the unsound letters [663] (IY). But Ks and Fr relate 
that some of the Arabs convert the Hamza into J In 
such [formations] as this, [i. e., where an initial Hamza 
is preceded by a determinative J ,] saying l^JLfffor 
^U>9? the red, and Jg^LH for Jk^\ the earth (IY, R); 
and, in order to preserve the quiescence of the determi- 
native J , do not transfer the vowel [of the Hamza] (R) 
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- It is as though the speakers of this dial, avoided 
mobilization of this J ; and therefore converted the 
Hamza [into a J ] homogeneous with the J , as they say 
y i [191, 200, 275, 306, 321], when they treat it as a n. f 
adding a ^ homogeneous with the . . And [ ^ J T ^ 
and \jQylfi ^* pronounced] ^J ^yo from the earth and 
yjo J {jjo are read, [the former] by throwing the vowel of 
the Hamza upon the [preceding] quiescent, which is 
the J ; [and the latter by converting the Hamza into J ]. 
He that says ^s^\ , expressing the [conjjj Hamza, 
ought to say J^f [658] for JLul , when alleviated ; and 

he that says *+^J ought to say L« [above] : except that 
the conj. I is more often retained with the determinative 
J , and elided with any other [letter] ; because this J is 
constitutionally quiescent, not being subject to the 
alternation of mobility, except for an accidental cause 

[669]; so that the quiescence in it is stronger (I Y). 

-i ° *" * * * 

But [IH states that] they do not say Ju*f or Jof , 

because the word [containing the letter where from, and 
the letter whereto, the vowel is transferred (Jrb)] is one 
(SH), as we have mentioned [above] in the second 
reason. As for <J*w , the vowel of the ^ is not so 
constant as the vowel of the \jj in J^> [below], nor so 
transient as the vowel of the J in ^^ ^ ! [above], because ] 
Js*« is like Jj? in respect of all the [three] reasons [above 
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assigned for the constructive quiescence of the J in 
S&J I ], except the third, since transfer of the vowel 
[of the Hamza] in it is not so constant as transfer of the 
vowel of the ^ in Jy»l [below]; but, though not so 
constant [as that], it is more frequent than transfer of 
the vowel of the Hamza in v4^!^l : so that in v+^^t 
retention of the {conj .] Hamza is more frequent ; but ia 
Jjj elision of the [conj.'] Hamza is necessary : while in 
J^wm a dispute occurs, IH holding elision [of the conj, 
Hamza] to be necessary, as you see [from his words 
" they do not say J^l " above], which is the opinion of 
S ; whereas Akh allows J^,| , as before mentioned [658]. 
All of this about Jo Say thou [above] is based on the 

theory that its o. f. is Jy»f derived from Jytt , before 
transfer of the vowel of the ^ to the ^J ; but, if we say 
that Jj» is derived from Jytf pronounced with Damm of 
the {j} , then there is no conj. Hamza here [428], to 
be elided because of the ' vowel of the <jf , or retained 
because of the vowel's being accidental (R). 

§. 661 . Having finished the single Hamza [658, 660] 
in the word, [Z followed by] IH begins the explanation 
of the two Hamzas [659, 661, 662] (Jrb). They are 
[combined (R)] either in one word, or in two words 
(R, Jrb). When two Hamzas are combined [in one 
word (IA), the heaviness increases ; and (I Y)] alleviation 
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is necessary [659] (IY, IA), if they be not in the 
position of the g , as JIU and JLf ?^ [below] (IA). It is 
always the second of them, not the first, which is 
changed, because the excess of heaviness is produced 
by the second. The two Hamzas mentioned [as 
combined in one word (Tsr)] must be [in one of three 
states (Tsr)] :— (1) the first mobile, and the second 
quiescent ; (2) the converse, [the first quiescent, and the 
second mobile (Tsr)] ; (3) both mobile (Aud) : it being 
impossible for both to b8 quiescent together [663] 
(Tsr). If the first [Hamza] be mobile, and the second 
quiescent, the second is changed into an unsound letter 
[697], homogeneous with the vowel of the first, [from 
dislike to the combination of two Hamzas, together with 
the difficulty of pronouncing the quiescent second (Tsr)] : 
so that it is changed into (1) an J after Fatfca, as c*JuoT 
I believed, [orig. v^Juo! I (Tsr)] : (a) hence the saying of 
'A'isha yJS f ^ I ^^c L> ^^ And he, [meaning the Prophet 
(Tsr),] was wont to enjoin upon me, [when I menstru* 
ated (Tsr),] that I should wear a waist-wrapper % with 
a Hamza [pronounced with Fath (Tsr)], and then an- 1 : 
(b) [MM! says that (Tsr)] the generality of Traditionists 
mispronounce it, reading it with an I [pronounced with 
Hamza (Tsr)] and a double \& : but for this [pronunciation] 
there is no reason [in Arabic (Tsr)], because it is [an aor. v., 
whose measure is (Tsr)] <)*xi f [with Kasr of the £ , derived 
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(Tsr)] from nM waist-wrappe?; so that its jisa quies- 
cent Hamza, after the aoristic Hamza pronounced with 
Fath [404] (Aud) : (c) [so says IHsh :] but [Kh remarks 
that] the Bdd allow -jol from *M , and ^^1 trusted 
from EjUI ^ru5^, and J^'l took a wife from Jjcf ttu/e-, 
family, by conversion of the second Hamza into ^ , and 

incorporation of it into the ^ [of JcUil ] ; and Z trans- 

* * © 
mits,y?l with incorporation; while IM says that it is 

tonfined to hearsay, like J^Xif [689] : and, since it is 
allowable in the pret., it is allowable in the aor. ; and in 

another tradition is x> ; y**-^ tr*-*^» ^ £45 And, if it be 
short, let him gird himself therewith^ transmitted in 

this form by MIAn (Tsr) ; (c) [the author of the KF, 

< * * 
however, agrees with IHsh, saying] a Do not say *y>f; 

though it occurs in some traditions, being perhaps a 
mispronunciation of the reporters " (KF) : (2) a ^ after 

Kasra, as ^Uj[ belief, {prig. ,jU5£ (Tsr)] : (a) the reading 
[of Al A'mash, reported by Abu Bakr, the disciple of 
'Asim (Tsr),] fa*$&l CVI. 2. Their keeping to, [with 
the second Hamza] sounded true, is anomalous (Aud) : 
(b) Ks allows v^SI [659] to begin with two Hamzas 
[below], this being transmitted from him by IAmb, who 
says that it is hideous, because the Arabs do not combine 
two Hamzas, whose second is quiescent (Tsr) : (3) a ^ 
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after pamma, as ^j^^\ toas trusted, [in the pass., orig, 
<j^> ; ! (Tsr)] : (a) Ks allows ^>J to begin with two 
Hamzas, this being transmitted from him by IAmb, 
who refutes it (Aud) by [the argument] that the Arabs 
do not combine two Hamzas, whose second is quiescent <: 
but IAmb mentions this refutation of Ks in connection 

with his allowing ^ I Jb v^o! X. 16. Bring thou a Jlur'an 

to begin with two Hamzas [above], not in connection 

with |j*V (Tsr). If the first [Hamza (Tsr)] be quiescent, 
and the second mobile, [in which case they are not in 
the position of the o , from the impossibility of beginning 
with a quiescent, but are in the position of the c or J 
(Tsr),] then, (l) if they be in the position of the c , the 
first is incorporated into the second, [because of the 
combination of two likes, and is sounded true (Tsr),] as 

JlLl [671, 738] (Aud), with the Hamza doubled, [on the 

measure of] the intensive [paradigm] jUU [343], denoting 

„ c c 

the frequent asker (Tsr); and J\$ and ^M^ (Aud), 
with their second [rad.'] doubled, on the measure of the 
rel. n. Jlli [312], denoting the seller of pearls and 
of heads (Tsr) : (2) if they be in the position of the J , 
the second is changed into & , unrestrictedly, [i. e., 
whether it be a final, or not a final (Tsr)] : so that, from 
\S read, you say, (a) in the paradigm of Ja+s [245, 392], 
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^t Is [301, 302] (Aud), orig. I fjj , \rhere two Hamaas, 
the first of them quiescent, [and the second a final,] 
come together at the end (Tsr) : (a) Mz asked Akh 
why they do not incorporate in the paradigm of Ik+S 

from \js , as they incorporate in <JUa« [above] : and he 
replied [firstly] that the two £ s are only homogeneous 

[-369], contrary to the two J s, as is proved by |C#J^> 

[392] and oo^ [253, 375, 731], meaning that the two ps 
are therefore more fit for incorporation than the two J s ; 
and [secondly] that what is not allowable at the 
extremity is [sometimes] allowable in the middle, as is 

proved by the succession of two » s in <J^ys , which is 

G^ 

disallowed in the pi. of tu*\j [683] (Sn) : (b) in the 

paradigm of Jl^U^ [245, 254, 401], L|li*,with two 
Hamzas, having between them a ^ substituted for a 
Hamza (Aud), which is not a final, orig. \ 1 1 'S , with 
three Hamzas, the second of which is changed into ^ , 
while the first and third are sounded true : so says IUK 
(Tsr). And, if both be mobile, then (l) if they be at 
the end, [in which case the second is final,] or [if] the 
second [be not final, but] be pronounced with Kasr, [in 
either case (Tsr)] it is changed into ^ , unrestrictedly, 
[L e., whether the first be pronounced with Fath, Damm, 

or Kasr (Tsr)] : (2) if the second [Hamza (Tsr)] be not 

9Sa 
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final, but be pronounced with Damm, it is changed into 
2 , unrestrictedly, [i. e. t whether the first be pronounced 
with pamm, Fath, or Kasr (Tsr)] : (3) if the second [be 
not final, but] be pronounced with Fath, it is changed (a) 
into j if the first be pronounced with Fath or J)amm ; (b) 
into <5 if the first be pronounced with Kasr (Aud). In 
short, the two mobile Hamzas are either at the end [of the 
word], or not. In the first case, they are of three sorts, 
because the first Hamza is pronounced with Fath, Kasr, 
or Damm : and, in the second case, they are of nine sorts, 
arising from the multiplication of the three states of the 
first [Hamza] into the three states of the second. The 
final [Hamza] is changed into & in all of its [three] 
sorts : and the non-final is changed into ^ in four of its 
[nine] sorts, vid. the [one] pronounced with Fath after 
Kasra, and the [three] pronounced with Kasr after 
Fatha, Kasra, or Damma ; and into ^ in five, vid. the 
[two] pronounced with Fath after Fatha or Damma and 
the [three] pronounced with Damm after Fatha, Kasra, 
or Damma (Tsr), The exs. of the final Hamza [after 
one pronounced with Fath, Kasr, or Damm (Tsr) are 
that you should form, from I ^ , a word like IwtsL [392], 

a ° G '• °> f a i\ • i • i ff *' £*» °.. 

ir r? ) ' or l^ 7* v^ uc V> in which case you say 1 1 js , ^ jr., 

or ..j, with two Hamzas ; and then change the second 
Hamza into ^ , because the . does not occur as a final in 
what exceeds three letters [685, 727] ; so that the word 
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becomes & I Is , ^Is , or ^ Ls : and then, (l) if the <* be 
preceded by Fatha, as in the first ex. y it is converted 
into I [684, 719], and the word becomes abbreviated 

(Tsr), vsM (R> &) > upon the measure of v5 JL*, 5aZwc& 
(A), [dw.] ^Lj I jj' , [phi ^y f Is ; and [/ea] ills [da.] 

^ bTls , [i>Z.] vi b ( Ls (R) : (2) if the ^ be preceded by 
Kasra, as in the second ex., its vowel is elided because of 
the heaviness, and the word is subjected to the same 
alteration as ^ Is [16], becoming defective (Tsr), &ls r 

o 

J 

tipon the measure of dJ& [18] (A), [but with Kasr of 
the Hamza, because it is defective, as also is the third 
[below] (Sn) : (3) if the ^ be preceded by Damma as in 
the third ex., the Damma is converted into Kasra, in 
order that the ^ may be preserved from conversion into- 
. ,and the word is subjected to the same alteration as 
^b [16] (Tsr), [or rather] as Jut [243, 290] (A), orig. ' 

^ t>J I , like JLb I [237] (Sn), it also becoming defective 

G 

(Tsr), & Is , upon the measure of Jui [18] (A) ; [and, 
with the art.,1 jsffi (MKh), like ^JJj I (IA) : (a) this- 
[third exl\ and that which precedes it are defective, each 

off them upon this measure [ ja.5 or CL (Sn)], in the 
nom* and gen. ; while in the ace. the ^5 returns, as 
03y5 &£ vi4i; (A); (b) the Hamza of Csp i* ' 
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pronounced with Kasr, like the Hamza of lis Is ; not, as 
is fancied, with Damm : this is proved by A's confining 
himself to the return of the & ; and by [the Kasr of the 
aof ^dJ[T inJ^^liir^cXST^XLVIIL 20. And 
restrained from you the hands of the men (Sn), of 
Khaibar and their confederates, [the Bani* (B)] Asad 
and Ghatafan (K, B). The exs. of the [Hamza] 
pronounced with Kasr [after one pronounced with Fath,, 
Kasr, or Damm (Tsr)] are that you should form, from 
pf [i. g. iXoi directed his course towards (Tsr)], a 

word like %Jo[ [372, 672] with Fath, Kasr, or Damm of 
the Hamza, and Kasr of the o in [all three of] them, 
in which case you say, in the first [ex.], ** 1 1 with two- 
Hamzas, [the first] pronounced with Fath, and [the 
second] quiescent ; and then transfer the vowel of the 
first j* , [vid. Kasra (Tsr),] to the [quiescent (Tsr)] second 
Hamza before it, in order that you may secure an oppor- 
tunity of incorporating it into the second * ; and 
afterwards you change the [second (Tsr)] Hamza, [to 
which the Kasra of the ^ has been transferred (Tsr),] 
into ^5 (Aud), because of the preceding [rule] that the 
[Hamza] pronounced with Kasr after one pronounced 
with Fath, [Kasr, or Damm] is converted into & (Tsr) : 
and thus you do in the [two] remaining [exs.] also 
(Aud), saying ^Sl and Lo ^ I ; and then transferring the 
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vowel of the first i , [vid. Kasra,] to the quiescent 
Hamza, in order to secure incorporation ; and afterwards 
changing the second Hamza into ^ (Tsr) : so that the 
^ord becomes jU ! , ^ I , or ^ I (A). That [action 
(Tsr)] is necessary [below] (Aud). The regular pi, of 
*Lc \ leader is jUj I (Tsr), or/g. &♦* 1 1 , like s T t ^ I ^7/. of 
JU^> ass [246] (Jrb), by conversion of the [second] 
Hamza into ^5 . If you say that analogy requires con- 
version of the second [Hamza] into I , because it is 
quiescent, and what precedes it is pronounced with 
Fath, [the 0. f. being x+* I .(Jh),] like &u I ph of i\l I 
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vessel, and s^!\pl of *Jf </0<2 (Jh),] I say that, since 
two likes occur after it, and they intend incorporation, 
they transfer the vowel of the first ^ , vid. Kasra, to the 
preceding Hamza, and incorporate the * into the * , so 
that it becomes £5 I ■ and then they convert the second 
Hamza into a pure ^5 (Tsr). And [accordingly] | Jblii 
JubT X4J I IS. 12. Then fight against the leaders of 
unbelief is read (Jh). But, as for the reading of Ibn 
* Amir and the KK, [like 'Asim, Hamza, Ks, XhA, and 
Al A'mash (Tsr), and of Rauh on the authority of 
Ya'kub (B),] S^TlX. 12, [with the two Hamzas (B)] 
sounded true, [according to the 0. f (B), without change 
(Tsr), it is one to be stopped at ; and not exceeded 
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( Aud, A). Akh says " The [second] Hamza is made a 
<5 because it is in the position of [a Hamza pronoun eed 
with] Kasr, while what precedes it is pronounced with 
Fath ; and it is not pronounced as a Hamza, because of 
the combination of two Hamzas : but", says he, " those- 
who hold with the combination of two Hamzas pronounce 
it as a Hamza " (Jh). [And Z observes] " If you say 
'How should s£j I be pronounced?', I say ' With a Hamza 
followed by a Hamza betwixt and between, i. e., between 
the outlets of Hamza and ^ [732]; and sounding the 
two Hamzas true is a well known reading, though it is 
not acceptable to the BB : but, as for making the & 
pure, it is not a reading, nor may it be ; and he that 
makes the ^ pure is committing a solecism, and mispro- 
nouncing' " (K) : [while B also declares that] to make- 
the (5 pure is a solecism (B). IH too says that both] 
softening and sounding true are correct in such as %+s I 
(SH), in reading [the Kur] (R), an objection to the 
saying of the GG that the second Hamza must be 
converted into <5 [below], if either it, or the one before 
it, be pronounced with Kasr : for, on the authority of the 
Readers,- it is correct to make the second Hamza 
betwixt and between, in such as &+j 1 ; and also to sound 
the two Hamzas true ( Jrb) : and, in reading [the Kur], 
conversion of the second Hamza into a pure ^ , as, in 
the opinion of the GG, is the best -known [pronunciation] , 
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does not occur ; but only sounding [the two Harazas] 
true, and softening the second. And we have men- 
tioned [below] that, according to some, these two 
predicaments are not peculiar to [such as] *Ij I but 
occur in every [case of] two mobile [Hamzas in one 
word]. According to the GG, however, the best-known 
* [pronunciation] is conversion of the second [Hamza] into 
a pure ^ (R). The exs. of the [Hamza] pronounced 
with Damm [after one pronounced with Fath, Kasr, or 
Pamm (Tsr)] are (l)£,' } lpl. of i f [255] : (2, 3) that 
there should be formed from 1 \ a word like Llo I with 
Kasr of the Hamza, and Damm of the ^ , or like XJb t 
[372], in which case you say ^^ [below], with a Hamza 
pronounced with Kasr or Damm, and a ^ pronounced 
with Damm. The o. f. of the first is C^ 1 1 , upon the 
measure of JLLi I [237] ; and the o. fs. of the second and 
third are **3£ and ivc^ I : then they transfer, in [all three 
of] them, [the vowel of the first of the two likes to the 
preceding quiescent, vid. the second Hamza (Tsr)] ; 
and afterwards they change the Hamza into . , [because 
this is homogeneous with its vowel (Tsr)] ; and incorpo- 
rate one of the two likes into the other (Aud), because 
they are combined (Tsr). The ex. of the [Hamza] 
pronounced with Fath, (l) after one pronounced with 
Fath, is 9 ^\{\ [247, 278, 686], pi. of f '3T (Aud), orig. 
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**oltl (Tsr) ; (2) after one pronounced with Danlm, i9 

^Jo^f [278, 686], dim. of ^(Aud), orig. r 'ju1f : (a) 
the second Hamza is converted into ^ , when pronounced 
with Fath, and not final, whether what precedes it be 
pronounced with Fath, as in the broken pi. of 1 3 I ; or 
with Danim, as in its dim.: (b) the exemplification by 
the pi and dim. of p&\ [above] is based upon [the 
supposition] that 1 o I is Arabic, about which the language 
of Z is discordant : for he holds in the K [on Kui\ II. 
29] that it is [a (K)] foreign [name, Adam, most 
probably (K)] upon the measure of JL&U , like l r s\ Azar, 
[the name of Abraham's father (Jk, K on VI. 74)] ; 
and in the M [G61, 684] that it is Arabic, {orig. Lo II 
with two Hamzas (IY),] upon the measure of Jotl I (Tsr), 
meaning tatvny (Jh, KF). The ex. of the [Hamza] 
pronounced with Fath after one pronounced with Kasr 
is that you should form from jl I [an ex (Tsr)] upon th6 
measure of a^o[ [372], with Kasr of the Hamza, and 
Fath of the ^ (Aud), in which case you say L>£ , with a 
Hamza pronounced with Kasr, and a ^ pronounced with 
Fath, orig. jUSJ ; the vowel of the first ^ , vid. Fatha, 
being transferred to the preceding quiescent, as a 
means for attaining incorporation of the two likes ; and 
the second Hamza being afterwards changed into ^ 
(Tsr). Akh differs about ttvo of these nine §orts, vid. 
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the [Hamza] pronounced with Kasr after Dainni, which 
he changes into ^ [instead of ^ ] ; and the one pronounced 
with Damm after Kasr, which he changes into & 
[instead of . ] : but the correct [mode] is what has been 

9 O £> 

mentioned above (A). If you formed a word like ^S\ 
from Jjju | moaning, you would say ^ f ; but, according 
to Akh, <Tj. I , the dispute being like what we mentioned 
on such as J^w [658]. A [Hamza] pronounced with 
Damm after one pronounced with Kasr is not found in 

9 9 O 

their language, but, if such [a nj\ as Joti t , with Kasr 
of the Hamza, and Damm of the g , occurred from -J , 

2 9 2 9 

you would say +y\ [above], according to S; and ,*,>[, 
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according to Akh, as we mentioned on j ; vv r ^ II. 
13. [65S] (R). When the first of the two [mobile ( Aud)] 
Hamzas is [an (Aud)] aoristic [Hamza (Aud), of the 
1st pers. sing., whether the v, be trans, or intrans. 
(Tsr)], as in the aors. of u^*l I directed my course 

9 *s& 

towards and c^Jot I moaned, the second may be 
[changed, as 1^ ! and ^ I ; or (A)] sounded true, as ^ f 
and ^2 1 : [firstly] because of the assimilation of the 
Hamza of the 1st pers. sing, to the interrog. Hamza 
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[below], as in ^^jolt II. 5. [28] (Aud, A), on account 
of its indicating an [additional (Tsr)] meaning (Aud, Sn), 

exceeding the original meaning (Sn) in the word (Tsiy 

99 a 
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Sn) ; and secondly (Sn), because of its interchangeabifity 
with [the rest of the aoristic letters (Sn) J the ,j , the 
izj , and the ^5 [404] (A), after which the two modes, am 

9 it * 

allowable in the Hamza, as in [ J^oy, or] Jj^«j believes 
from ^UjI , and [ ^oya or] ^^j makes safe from 
,joyob [below] (Sn). I A [like IHsh and A] is silent as 
to the case where the second Hamza is pronounced with 

Fath [after the aoristic Hamza], as in J If aor. of v^JLH: 
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&jLlwJ His teeth decay ed t and ^^\ aor. from ,j^Lj» 
[above] ; nor have I seen it expressly mentioned by any 
one : but it is covered by the saying of the Aud and the 
A " when the first of the two [mobile] Hamzas is [an] 
aoristic [Hamza] "; and so it is covered by the two* 
causes above assigned : and from that the necessary 
conclusion is that it may be sounded true ; or changed 
into • , because of IM's saying " If pronounced with 
Fath after Damm or Fath, it is converted into ^ *, as 
J J and ^/)\ (MKh). That [sounding true] is regular 
in five vs. : so AZ transmits in the Book of the Two> 
Hamzas (Tsr). From this it is understood that change 
[of the second Hamza into ^ or 5 ], when the first of the 
two [mobile] Hamzas is not aoristic, is necessary [above] r 
except in an extraordinary case, as [in the reading of 
IX. 12.] before mentioned (A). They say that, if the 
second [Hamza (Jrb)] and the one before it be mobile, the 



• 



( 977 ) 
second must be converted into & [above], if either it, or 
the one before it, be pronounced with Kasr, as 'i+t I 
[above] and £ IcL [below] ; and into ; [below] in other 
cases, aa pd4j' and ^\^\ [above] (SH). The o./. of 
*T^ [708], according to the opinion of others than Khl, 
is ^Ti , with two mobile Hamzas, the first being 
converted, as in *^U [683], from the g of the word, 
which is a ^ ; and the second being the J of the v. : and' 
then the second i3 converted into ^ , because the one 
before it is pronounced with Kasr ; so that the word 
becomes 3 U* , which is afterwards subjected to the 
same alteration as ^U [16]. They do not put the 
second Hamza betwixt and between, because that would 
involve some regard to the Hamza ; so that it would 
entail a combination of two Hamzas. But, according 
to the opinion of Khl, that the o. f. is J5 L=> by trans- 
position, &L=» does not belong to this cat., [because it 
contains only one Hamza] (Jrb). And hence ClLL, 
[which is an instance of the combination of two Hamzas . 
in one word (R),] on the well-founded hypothesis, 
contrary to the opinion of Khl [below] (SH), because 
it is pi. of K?Afcs. fault, tin; and the & of &-Lxi is 
converted into Hamza in the ultimate pi, [246], as in 
SjaaT crime, pi. ^3L3": so that it becomes ^ XLL , 
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according to S ; and then the second [Hamza] is convex 
ted into ^ , as the rule for two [mobile] Harnzas in one 
word is conversion of the second into ^ , when it is final 

[above] ; so that the word becomes ^3 Lkk [below]. 
The object of IH here is only [to indicate] the combina- 
tion of two Hamzas in the o. J. of LUnS* [283], according 
to S, and the conversion of the second into & : but, as 
for the conversion of the first into a ^ pronounced with 
Fath [below], it will shortly be mentioned. Khl [above] 

also says that its o.f. is ^lhJ> [above], with a ^ after 
a Hamza ; but [in order to arrive at this] he transposes, 
putting the ^ into the position of the Hamza, and the 
Hamza into the position of the ^ (R). The opinion of 
S is more agreeable with analogy, and more sound, 
because of what has been transmitted [by AZ] from 
Arabs whose Arabic is trustworthy, #>}] m\ f£-U! 

[below], for which, if lAkL were transposed, as Khl 
mentions, there would be no reason (Jib). Two other 
modes [of pronunciation] occur, in the case of two mobile 
Hamzas in one word, (1) what is mentioned by AZ about 
some of the Arabs, that they sound the two Hamzas 
true together : he says " I have heard those who say 

^Sliai* ^r^' |*8^" ® ^°^> forgive me my sins 
[above], like ^AJoJ^ " ; and similar is ^TJS pi. of '&> vS 
tilting-rivg ; and many, vid. the KK and [among the 
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Syrians (IY)] Ibn 'Ainir [alYahsabl (IY)], read *M 
IX. 12. [above], with two Hamzas : (2) alleviation of the 
second Hamza, just like the alleviation of the mobile 
Hamza preceded by a mobile, when not a Hamza : so 
that, for 2Uj I [above], you say SUj f , putting it between 
Hamza and ^ , as in JL, [658] ; and similar are such as 

viLo^f / direct my course towards thee, et cetera. 
And in these two modes, i. e., sounding the two [Hamzas] 
true, and softening the second, some add an t [below] 
between the first and second, when the first is initial, 
from dislike to combining two Hamzas, or the similitude 
of two Hamzas, in the beginning of the word, the 
combination of two likes in the beginning f the word 
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being disliked, as you see from their saying J^l^l [357, 
683] and J<-^-j^l [683]. And, when two Hamzas are 
combined in one word, but are separated by an [original] 
I , neither of them is converted, because the separative 
is taken into account. Do you not see the method of 
those who mean to combine them without alleviation, 
how some of them add the I [above] of separation, saying 
**5 j [below], in order that there may be no combina- 
tion ? How then should the existing t not be taken 
into account as a separative ? (R). With separation 
[therefore], the combination of two Hamzas, as in %J 
[with a Hamza pronounced with Fath, then a quiescent 
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\ , and then a Hamza, the name of a sort of tree, as in 
the Dm (Sn),] or [its n. un. (Sn)] S*|, has no effect 
(A). And, as for the fact that the [first] Hamza of 
v-*SI;£ [246, 278], [orig. ^oli (Jh),] must be converted 
into » , it is because y.jL5 is one of the ultimate pis.) 

9/ ^9 

and because its sin#., i. e., Sbi^i [fo^/c of hair (MAR)], 
has its Hamza, in most eases, converted into » , as is the 
rule of alleviation [658] in the like thereof, [such as 
jJLy ] (R). Elision of the second [Hamza (Jrb)] is 
obligatory in the cat. of +S\ I honor [428] (SH), i. e., 

the 1st pers. sing, [of the aor.] from JUi! [332] 
(MASH), another objection to what they say, vid. that 
conversion of the second Hamza into ^ [above] is 
necessary, if neither it, nor the one before it, be 
pronounced with Kasr. The o. f of +S\ is +S\ j , with 
two Hamzas, because the letters of the aor. arc the 
letters of the pret., with the addition of the aoristic 
letters [369, 404] ; and, since its pret. is * S\ , the aor. 
[in the 1st pers. sing.] must be +yf\\ (Jrb). By rule, 
the second [Hamza] in it should be converted ioto y , 
as in * Js>;' [above] : but the word is lightened by elision 
of the second [Hamza], from frequency of usage, as it is 
lightened in &L and Jj [659] by elision ; though, by 
rule, the Hamza [in them] should be converted into } 
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(R). And [then (R)] its congeners, [ ,• J'i and » J'y* 
and *<& y> (R>) J are made to accord with it (SH), as 
^*X> and *JCi and ^ J3 (Jrb), although two Hamzas are 

not combined in them (R). They make conversion of 
the Hamza, when single, into a ^ pronounced with 
Fath [above], obligatory in the cat. of ClL* [283, 72G]. 
And hence LlL=* [above], according to the two sayings 
(SH) of Khl and others (MASH). This predicament 
is common to (1) what contains two Hamzas, like Ul uC y 
according to the opinion of S : and (2) what contains a 
single Hamza, like (a) GliLc , by common consent ; and 
(b) Clhs> ^according to the opinion of Khl : and for that 
reason IH has postponed it to here (Jrb). If more than 
two Hamzas were to succeed one another, the first, thirJ, 
and fifth would be sounded true ; and the second and 
fourth would be changed : — e. g., if you were to form > 
from Hamza, a word like ^jM citron, you would say 

g| 1 1 \ I , [with a Hamza pronounced with Daram, then a 
quiescent • , then a Hamza pronounced with Damm, 
then a quiescent ^ , then a Hamza pronounced with 
Fath, and then a 3 of femininization (Sn),] orig. Sl^l ^f 
(A), with five Hamzas, the second and fourth quiescent, 
the first and third pronounced with Damm, and the 
fifth pronounced with Fath (Sn). If the two Hamzas 
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be combined in two words, then, if the first [HamzaTf 
be inceptive, like the inter rog. Hamza, their predica- 
ment is [the same as] that of two Hamzas in one word, 

O C5 ^ '99 

when the first is initial, as in &+j I and ^+s* t [above]. 
The first is not alleviated, by common consent : while the 
second is alleviated in exactly the same way as when 
they are in one word ; except that here the second is 
sounded true more frequently than when they are in 
one word, because the interrog. Hamza is an independent 
word ; though, as respects its being unil., it is like a 
part of what follows it. Then those who separate the 
two mobile Hamzas there by an t , whether both be 
sounded true, or the second of them be softened, as in 
&+S t [above or *♦$ I ], separate them here ; and those who 
do not separate there do not separate here also (R). 
The poet (R) Dk-rRumma (M, MAR) says xlLb lli 
^J\ ^L^^y I [29] ; and another says 

I Oyi *l (jj-vju *L? £ I jSJlS ^ &&lx$ !^<x? t {•y^l ^°\^l ijy> 
(M, R), cited by AZ (M) in his Nawadir, where he says 
" The Arabs of the desert have recited it to us," and by 
Jh also in his book (IY), (He is) short [in stature 
(MAR)] ; whenever the people bring out a jest, he 
considers whether him they mean or an ape (IY, 
MAR) : and Ibn 'Amir reads ,^'JjJfflL 5. [497, 28], 
and similarly utl^J v^iSfdl^f XII. 90. [581]. Then, 
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after the entry of the t of separation, some, vid. the 
Banu Tamim, sound the two Hamzas true : while others, 
Tid. the people of AlHijaz, alleviate the second ; and 
this is preferred by IA1 (IY). When the first is an 
interrog. Hamza, and the second a conj, Hamza, then 
the latter, if pronounced with Kasr or Damm [668], is 

elided, as Jdi^*\ XXXVI I. 153. [669] and ^JiLd* Was 
he chosenl; and, if not, is converted into I , or softened 
[656, 663, 669] But, if the first be not inceptive, vid. in 
the case of the non-interrog. Hamza, then the first is 
either quiescent [662] or mobile [below] : and, in either 
case, says S, those who sound [the Hamza] true, i. e., 
others than the people of AlHijaz, alleviate one of them, 
deeming it heavy to sound both of them true, as the 
people of AlHijaz deem it heavy to sound the single 
[Hamza] true [658] (R). For (S), says he (R), it is not 
[a usage] of the language of the Arabs that two Hamzas 
should meet together, and both be sounded true (S, R). 
Then, if both be mobile [above] (R), (1) some of them 
alleviate the first (IY, R), not the second, because the 
first is the final of a word, and finals are the seat of 
alteration (R) ; and this is the saying of IA1 (I Y, R), 

who adduces, as proof of that, LgJstl^l *C^ djl XLVIL 

20. For already its signs have come [below] an4 

d^Ai b£ i>\^S'o L XIX. 7. Zachariah, verily we 

bring thee glad tidings (IY) : (2) some of them alleviate 

100 a 
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the second (IY, R), not the first, because the heaviness 
comes from the second, as they do in the case of two 
Hamzas in one word ; and this is the saying of Khl 
[below] (R) : S says (IY), We have heard that from the 
Arabs, vid. in XLVIL 20. and XIX. 7. [above] (S, IY), 
where he alleviates the second Hamza, putting it 
betwixt and between (IY) ; and the poet says 

For every fair woman, when she comes forth, the evil 
eye is dreaded, and envy (S, IY), which is cited by S 
with the second [Hamza] softened, and put betwixt and 
between, because it is pronounced with Kasr after 
Fatha, [like the Hamza in ^SJL ] (IY), [and] which we 
have heard so recited by trustworthy Arabs : (a) Khl 
[above] being wont to affect this saying, I asked him 
why, and he said " I have seen them, when they meant 
to change one of the two Hamzas, which meet together 
in one word, change the last, as in $X=> and ^o\ [above] ; 
and I have seen I Al take the Hamzas in b I ^ jJ I ! ^ ^ U 

\yss^ XI. 75. my wonder, shall I bear a child, when 
I am an old woman* 1 . , and sound the first true : and all 
[of this] is [good] Arabic " (S) : (3) sounding both of 
them true (IY, R) together (R) is allowable (IY) ; 
^and] is preferred by many, vid. the Readers of AlKufa 
and Ibn ' Amir, as in the case of two Hamzas in one 
word : and this is more appropriate here (R), because 
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the two Hamzas are constructively separate (IY, R), 
one not being inseparable from the other (IY) : (4) 
the people of AlHijaz alleviate both together (IY, R), 
as they do with the single Hamza (R), because, if there 
were only one, it would be alleviated (IY). Those who 
alleviate the first alone do so in one of the modes before 
mentioned, vid. elision, conversion, or softening, as was 
mentioned in the case of the single [mobile] Hamza 
[658], which should be referred to. And those who 
alleviate the second alone, treat it like the mobile 
Hamza after a mobile ; so that the nine cases mentioned 
[658] occur, the rules of which should be referred to, 
because they are equally applicable here. Thus in 
^3 1 *XiS II. 136. [He guideth whom] He willeth unto 
[ a right way] three modes occur in the secoijd [Hamza, 
as in the Hamza of J^w ], vid. the well-known and the 
strange betwixt-and-between, and conversion of the 
Hamza into ^ [658]. But, in the case of two [Hanizas] 
agreeing [in vowel], (l) elision of the first is transmitted 

from IA1, as illijl CS^\ XLVI. 31. [Nor have] protec- 
tors [against Him]: those [are in manifest error], 
*QL|^1 U> XLVII. 20. [above], and J[ Of^ 
XXXII. 4. From the heaven to [the earth ] : (2) 
conversion of the second into a pure letter of prolonga- 
tion, i. e., into an I if the first be pronounced with Fath 
a ^ if it be pronounced with Damm, and a ^ if it be 
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pronounced with Kasr, is transmitted from Warsh and 
Kumbul. And those who alleviate both Hamzas 
together, vid. the people of AlHijaz, combine the two 
modes of alleviation now mentioned [for alleviation of 
the first alone, and of the second alone] (R). 

§. 662. If the first [Hamza] be quiescent [661], as 
in 3b t \J>\ Read thou a verse, *iUJt <JU| ^jfl Make 
thy father read the salutation, [i f e., Deliver to thy 
father the (written) salutation (KF),] and y>S £) 
J^l Thy father was not bad, then, in this case also, 
there are four methods : — (1) the people of AlHijaz 
alleviate them both ; (2, 3) others alleviate either the 
first alone, or the second alone ; (4) many, vid. the KK, 
sound both of them true : as we mentioned in the case 
of the two mobiles [661]. And AZ transmits from the 
Arabs a fifth method, vid. incorporation of the first into 
the second [738], as in the rest of the letters. Those 
who alleviate the first alone convert it into \ , if the 
preceding letter be pronounced with Fath ; into ; if it 
be pronounced with Damm ; and into ^ if it be pro- 
nounced with Kasr. Those who alleviate the second 
alone transfer its vowel to the quiescent first, and elide 
it. The people of AlHijaz, who alleviate both together,, 
convert the first into \ , ^ , or ^ : and soften the second 
betwixt and between, when it follows the I , because 
transfer [of its vowel] to the I is impossible ; but elide it, 

m 
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after trausfer of its vowel to the preceding letter, when 
it follows the ^ or ^ , because that [transfer] is possible : 

so that they say Sb I ty?l with the I in the firsthand 

■** * * ^ * 
softening in the second ; J L t^Js I with the ^5 pronounced 

■>■ 

with Fath, i. e., with the Fatha of the elided Hamza ; 
and J^> ^^> jU with the ^ pronounced with Fath : and, 
on the analogy of this, you form ^JU? .00 ij 7*Ay mother 
was not bad, and dLU ^o^ p Thy camels toere not bad, 
et cetera. Similarly, if the second alone be quiescent, 
as in ^j-iJl *Li J^o IrAoever w*7^ s/ja^ 6e entrusted, it is 
regulated by the vowel of the preceding letter, just like 
the single [quiescent] Hamza [658], And, if both be 
quiescent, as in ^+> I Uj^jo Whoever wills shall be 
entrusted, the first must be mobilized [663] ; so that the 
phrase becomes [an instance] of this last kind (R). 






CHAPTER VI. 

THE CONCURRENCE OF TWO QUIESCENTS* 

§.663. It is common to the three kinds [625] (M), 
the n., as uAJjJaJ! Ju\ the smart Zaid ; the v., as 
yU5?jJL VII. 198. [428]; and the p., as J^pTjj* 
yjjf ^i is £&e man [666] en ^c Aowse ? The concur- 
rence of two quiescents is not allowable : nay, is impossi- 
ble, inasmuch as the quiescent letter is quasi-pausal, 
and what follows it is quasi-inceptive ; while it is 
impossible to begin with a quiescent [667] (IY). "When 
the first of two quiescent letters is a sound letter, it is 
not possible for them to concur, unless you put a Kasra 
slurred, not impleted, upon the first of them. The 
listener then reckons that the two quiescents concur, and 
even the speaker shares with him in this notion. But, 

when either of them is sensitive, he knows that there 

. © © > 
is a faint Kasra on the first [letter], as in *.& Bakr 

[below], w*co Bishr, and w^ full-grown unripe dates, 

where the £ of the three [words] is mobilized with a 

faint Kasra, otherwise it would be impossible for you to 

put the quiescent s after it. And similarly, when you 

assume that the initial of a word, which you mean to 

articulate, is quiescent, which does not occur in Arabic, 

at the beginning of a sentence, except with the conj. 
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Hamza [667, 668], though it is found in Persian [667], 
as ^l£i Hasten and ,jt£w place, Hhe initial of which 
is quiescent, as is proved by uUoj Make haste and 
^IjJJ flower-garden, except that they are pronounced 
with a slurred Kasra (MAR),] you find that, of your 
own accord, you accomplish the articulation of that 
quiescent by means of a Hamza pronounced with Kasr, 
so extremely faint as to be like part of a soliloquy, which 
the hearer does not catch ; and that afterwards you 
sound aloud the quiescent letter at the beginning of the 
word. You therefore realize that the employment of 
Kasra as the means for removing the difficulty of 
articulating the quiescent, whether that quiescent be 
at the beginning, end, or middle of the word, proceeds 
from your own constitution and nature [664], when you 
leave it to its own devices. And thus appears the 
reason why they pronounce the ccnj. Hamza with Kasr 
[668] ; why they import it [667], and not any thing 
else ; and why they pronounce the first of the two 

quiescents in u^lywfll [below] and ^Jjf <jjb *J 
XCVIII. 1. [450^ 640] with Kasr [664]. When, however, 
the first of the two quiescents is a letter of softness, it 
is possible for them to concur, but with some heaviness. 
That is possible with the unsound letters because these 
letters are ties between the letters of the word, connect- 
ing one with another : for you take their constituents, 

Digftiz 
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i. e.> the vowels ; and, by their means, string the letters 
of the word together, which, but for them, eould not be 
arranged in order. The matter is lightest when the 
first of these two quiescents is an I [646, 658], because 
of the prolongation contained in the I , since it is a 
[letter of] prolongation only ; and, for that reason, such 
[formations] as oLo contended in pulling and oLw 
stopping up are more frequent than such as o^ 
[below]. Next after that [in degree of lightness] is 
when the first of the two [quiescents] is a ^ or ^ 
preceded by a vowel homogeneous with it, as in 
v_>yU I dj+2 [below] : but no similar ex. with the ^ , as 
Luw [for *lyL was privily spoken to, pass, of a Til 
spoke privily to him], occurs in their language ; [though 
xJUI^t will be found below]. And the last degree [of 
lightness] is when the first of the two quiescents is a . 
or <5 preceded by Fatha, because of the smallness of the 
prolongation contained therein : but such [a combination] 
occurs only in the dim., as xj&i^ [below] ; so that, in 
Juti! from JUL* [shortness of the upper teeth (MAR)] 
and c>y affection, you do not say Jo| and o^t , with 

elision of the vowel of the first J [and o ], as in 111 I 
[below] ; but transfer the vowel of the first of the two 
similar letters, when incorporation is intended, to the ^ 
and & , as Jul having short upper teeth and o^\ more 
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affectionate, as you do in such as Jci I harder and we I 
bitterer : the <5 of the cZm. being exclusively character- 
ized by untransferability of the vowel from the following 
letter to it, when incorporation is intended, because they 
constitute it quiescent, and it is inseparable from quies- 
cence [274], And, in addition to the prolongation 
contained in the letter of softness, [w r hich, in every real 
concurrence of two quiescents, forms the first quiescent,] 
one of two conditions is prescribed for the second 
quiescent : — (1) that it should be incorporated, provided 
that the incorporated [letter], together with the 
[letter that it is] incorporated into, be in the same word 
as the letter of prolongation : (a) that is because, being 
incorporated into a mobile [731], it is in the predica- 
ment of the mobile, because of the closeness* of its 
adhesion thereto, since the tongue removes the incorpo- 
rated [letter] and the [letter that it is] incorporated into 
with one movement ; so that they become, as it were, 
one mobile letter : (b) we stipulate that the incorporated 
should be in the same word as the letter of prolongation 
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in order to guard against such, as jJJl Gli. Fear 
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two God, &JU| f^ili* Fear ye God, and xJJI ^LL Fear 

thou [fern.] God, where the letter of prolongation is 

elided on account of the two quiescents, because, in their 

concurrence, unrestrictedly, even if all the conditions be 

realized, there is some difficulty, as we have mentioned ; 

101a 
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so that, when the first of them is in a place where 
elision is suitable, vid. the end of the word, then to 
lighten the word by eliding it is more appropriate : (2) 
that the second quiescent should be paused upon with 
quiescence [640], or be treated like the paused upon : 
(a) that is because pause is f taken] with the object of 
resting ; and the approach of rest lightens the pressure 
of the heaviness upon you. Pause is of two kinds, (1) 
constitutional, which is [found] (a) in the names of the 
letters of the alphabet, because they are constituted in 
order that boys, or those who are in the same condition, 
vid. the ignorant, may be taught thereby the shapes of 
the single letters of the alphabet, each of which receives 
a name beginning with that letter : so that the boy says, 
e, g., uJ\ Alif, pausing a little, just enough to separate 

it from the others ; and then says U B&, and so on to 
the end : (a) you do not see two quiescents concur in 
these 7is., except when the first is a letter of softness^ 
as in ^y Ias* Jlo Dal- Jim-Nun \ (b) similarly in the 
e;Y, as ^y3 [used in chiding a dog (MAR)] and ^LA* 
[200], in which the pause is constitutional, because they 
are not constituted for the purpose of construction, as 
has been explained in their cat. [200] : (2) not constitu- 
tional, but supervening in usage, [which is found] (a) in 
ns. other than the names of the letters of the alphabet 
and the ejs. [640], as ^^Lo^Jf and ^iXjtj! [below], 
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v^>JUt food and o.aJ| the dead \ (b) similarly in ns. 

enumerated [159], as ol+& <Xa*^ Oj+S do\ : for they are 
constituted to be spoken in syntactical construction ; 
and then the user pauses upon them, either in construc- 
tion with their op., as ^vLc^Jl 3 sU The believers 
came to me ; or not m construction therewith, as j *+5 
(X*\ Thamud-Zaid (R). The concurrence of two quies- 
cents is pardonable (1) in pause, unrestrictedly (SH), 
i. e., whether the first be a letter of softness (R, Jrb), 
as in {jyj3y+)\ the male believers, ^u»^J! , and 
^Uxj^JI the female believers [above] (R) ; or not (R, 

Jrb), as in Jo [above] and yy+x. { Amr [below] (R) : and 
whether the second be incorporated [below], or not : (a) 
pause upon the letter supplies the place of its vowel, 
since it strengthens the tone of the letter, and makes its 
sound full : for, when you pause, e. g., upon )*+£. [above], 
you find that the * has a reiteration, and a fullness of 
sound, that it has not when you conjoin it with [the 
initial of] another [word] ; and, when you conjoin it, 
that [fullness of] sound ceases, because your taking to a 
letter other than the one mentioned diverts you from 
hnpletion of the first letter : so that, from what we have 
mentioned, it is plain that the letter paused upon is 
more complete in sound, and stronger in tone, than the 
conjoined ; and that supplies the place of the vowel, so 

jit? 
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that Hie letter paused upon may be combined with a 
quiescent before it, as in ^ j+& , because, pause being the 
place of abbreviating and stopping, that [omission of the 
vowel] is pardonable in it (Jrb) : (b) you already know, 
however, that in the second [case, where the first of the 
two quiescents is not a letter of softness,] there is not 
really a concurrence of two quiescents, since it is impos- 
sible when the first of them is a sound letter (R) : (c) 
if the concurrence of two quiescents be in continuous 
speech, it *is not pardonable, except in [the following] 
cases mentioned by III (Jrb) : (2) in the incorporated 
[letter], preceded by a [letter of (Jrb, MASH)] softness, 
[whether it be a letter of prolongation, or not (MASH), 
provided that both quiescents be (Jrb),] in one word, as 
IZL'jL dear particular friend, [dim. of SLoU. parti- 
cular friend (R, Jrb),] &$C*)\ I. 7. [539], and ^1? 
J3f The garment, or cloth, was pulled out, or 

stretched [above] (SH), pass, of J^jf b'JoUs' We 
pulled the garment, or cloth, one against the other 
(R, Jib), i. e., each of us pulled it from the other (R), 
and ^.Lsif VI. 80. [170] (M), read with a single 
[405] by Nafi< and Ibn 'Amir, though, as regards the 
latter, this is disputed on the authority of [his Reporter] 
Hisham (B); contrary to what happens when they are in 
two words (Jrb, MASH), as ^JJT \j\* H> VIII. '32. 
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And when they said " God ", ^-Jj? U$1 Ij VIII. 65. 
[49], and -IL &c ^ JJT ^3 jW^ii J^ U; XXII. 77. 

.?7br Aa^A J2e laid tcpon you any hardship in the 
faith, where the [letter of] softness must be elided 
(MASH), as will be explained [below] : (a) the unsound 
letter [697], when quiescent, is named " letter of soft- 
ness "; and this, when the vowel of what precedes it is 
homogeneous with it, is [named] " letter of prolongation" 
[below] : (b) the t is always a letter of prolongation : 
while the ^ and . are sometimes letters of softness, as in 
Jji* saying and *aj selling ; and sometimes letters ot 
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prolongation, as in J Jb says and *jlo sells ; and thirdly 
are neither letters of softness, nor letters of prolongation, 
but are equivalent to the sound, vid. when they are 
mobile, as in tX&^ promised and w*o tvas gentle : (c) 
thus is it mentioned in one commentary on the M ; but 
they often loosely apply the term " letters of prolonga- 
tion and softness " to these letters, either because it is 
attributable to this analysis, or because the thing is 
named after what it is reducible to : (d) the concurrence 
of two quiescents is allowable in this case because the 
letters of prolongation and softness contain that pro- 
longation by means * whereof the articulation of the 
quiescent after it is accomplished : and also because the 
incorporated [letter], together with the [letter that it is] 
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incorporated into, is equivalent to one letter, since the 
tongue is removed from them by one impulse ; and, the 
[letter] incorporated into being mobile [731], the second 
of the two quiescents, [i. e., the incorporated letter,] is 
like the non-quiescent, so that a concurrence of two 
genuine quiescents is not realized : (e) the concurrence 

of three quiescents is allowable (Jrb), as [vL»l 5 o and] LyM 
and <j,j Joo (K on III 1.), when these two matters are 
combined, i. e,, in pause upon a word like ^>Uo [256, 
646] and jtL^I rather deaf [274,281], dim. of jU>T 
deaf (Jrb), and tjojoc [274], dim. of jfjua [367] (Jh, 
KF), where the first quiescent is a letter of softness, and 
the second is incorporated : (f) the concurrence of four 
quiescents is disallowed in every dial., and in every case 

(Jrb) : (3) in such [ns, (Jrb)] as fix* , ob* , Jjls. , etc. 
[321], which are uninfl. for want of construction, [the 
concurrence of two quiescents here being pardonable 
both] in pause (SH), as when you pause upon the 

,j© in <Ja*I$?XIX. 1 [18] (R), [in which case the final 
is quiescent] because of what has been mentioned above 
[under pause] (Jrb) ; and in continuity (SH), as when 
you join the c to the ^ in the [foregoing] initial 
monogram (R), [in which case the final is quiescent] tp 
distinguish what is uninfl. for want of the requirer of 
inflection, vid. construction [159, 321], from what is 
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uninfl, on account of the existence of the preventive 
[of inflection], vid. resemblance to the orig. uninfl. 
[159] : (a) they do not reverse [the process of distinction, 
by allowing the concurrence of two quiescents in the 
latter class of uninfl. ns., instead of the former], beeause 
those which are uninfl. for want of the requirer are few, 
while those which are uninfl. on account of the existence 
of the preventive are many ; [and the concurrence of 
two quiescents, being abnormal, ought to be confined to 
the few] (MASH) : (b) some assert that, in continuity 
also (Jrb, MASH), the concurrence of two quiescents is 
on account of pause (Jrb), [because] the quiescence [of 
the final] in these ns. is on the ground that pause is 
meant to be understood (MASH) : (c) by " such [ns.'] as 
Ijyo,^iU, J^lc , etc.," IH means such as contain a 
concurrence of two quiescents, the second of which is 
quiescent for want of the motive for inflection, whether 
the word be the name of a letter of the alphabet, as in 
**$ jb Kaf-Lam ; or something else, as in Oy^ oLo^o 

Ju^& ambush-Thamud-chief : and whether the first 
[quiescent] letter be a letter of softness, as in what we 
have mentioned; or not, as in Jo .^ ( Amr-Bakr [159]; 
though we have mentioned that this last, while resembl- 
ing a concurrence of two quiescents, is not really one : 
(d) the reason why the concurrence of two quiescents is 
allowable in such words is that they are treated like the 
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paused upon, as will be explained, even if they be not 
[actually] paused upon : (e) the quiescence of their finals 
is not because the latter arc [prig.] mobile, and 
afterwards have their vowel cut off on account of pause, 
but because these words are uninfl. upon quiescence 
[below] : (f) Z says that they are [orig.] infl. ; yet are 
not [actually] infl., because they are denuded of the 
cause of inflection : but this [assertion] of his is marvell- 
ous, for how can the n. be infl. without a requirer of 
inflection ? and we say that they are not mobile with 
any vowel, because the vowel is either inflectional — and 
how can the inflectional vowel exist without the cause 
of inflection, vid. construction with the op. ? — or unin- 
fleetional, which is not allowable, because the uninflec- 
tedness of that [n.] in which the cause of inflection does 
not exist is stronger than the uninflectedness of that 
[rc.] in which a preventive of inflection accidentally 
arises ; and the stronger of the two kinds of uninflected- 
ness ought to be accompanied by the o. f. of unin- 
flectedness, vid. quiescence [159], because the o. f. of 
inflection is mobility, and the o. f. of uninflectedness is 
quiescence : (g) we say of these words, whether names of 
letters of the alphabet [321, 635], or nums., like cX^I^ 
xib (jUSf [159, 321, 647], or anything else, like 5 ^ Jo\ 
<3Jli* [159], that, even if some of them be literally joined 
to others, still the final of every one of them is in the 
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predicament of the paused upon ; that being necessary in 
their case, because every word of them, as respects the 
♦sense, is disconnected from what follows it, even if it be 
literally joined thereto : and the proof that every one of 
them is in the predicament of the paused upon is the 
expression of the conj. I in ^Uil , when you enumerate 

Q •• of. 

the nums.\ and the conversion of the 8 of such as Eju* I 
and &£JL3 into a, as &*->s\ &i-LS ^uil tX^I^ One-two- 
three- four, by common consent ; whereas the conj. \ is 
elided [669] in the interior [of the sentence], and the a 
is not converted into s except in pause [646, 690] : (h) 
these ns. therefore are uninfl. upon quiescence [above] : 
' you make the predicament of pause applicable to them, 

as you pause upon ^ an( i $f [640] an( ^ the rest of the 
words uninfl. upon quiescence, the predicament of pause 
[in respect of quiescence] being made applicable to the 
final of every one of them, because none of them has any 
[syntactical] concern with what follows it, as [the auspi- 
catory formula] fc=»J I ,j~^ J I xJJljv^o In the Name of 
God the Compassionate, the Merciful has no [syntacti- 
cal] concern with the beginning of the chapter after it, 
like jJ*| xiftya jj CXII. 1, [160], so that you pause 

upon jtAi> J I ; but you do not become silent upon every 

one [of these words], as is the property of pause at the 

end of the complete sentence [640], because that is only 
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for rest after fatigue, whereas you are not fatigued by 
pronouncing each word of them : so that, since their 
finals are treated like the [letter] paused upon, the is of 
&Ub and RxjJ is converted into a [646] ; but, since you 
join them to what follows them, and do not pause upon 
them, the vowel of the Hamza in &ju> s \ is transferred to 
the 5 [of &iJLi* ], according to what is transmitted by S 
[321, 647, 648], as it is transferred in &L1* [658] and 
liitjJ XXIII, 1. [16], and similarly in the saying of 
the poet [Abu-nNajm al'Ijll (AKB)] 

* -PS >» • & ,, ' ' * 

[I advanced from the presence of Ziydd (a friend of 
his) drunk, ??z?/ £'u;o Ze^s tracing a zigzag line, scrawling 
on the road Lam-Alif meaning, says IJ, the letters 
of the alphabet, not one more than another, or, 
possibly, (the figure) if (AKB)], where the vowel 
of the Hamza of olM is transferred to the * of 1$ : (i) 
Mb transmits from Mz that transfer of the vowel of the 
Hamza in ^^ I *£1j to the [preceding] » is disallowed ; 
but S is too trustworthy for his report from the Arabs 
to be rejected, especially when it is not forbidden by 
analogy : (j) S makes a distinction between what is 
constitutionally quiescent [in the final], like the letters 
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of the alphabet, and what is accidentally quiescent, when 
enumeration is intended, as &aJL$ <jLot Jes>l^ and Jo\ 

Jo ^y^ [159], saying that, in what is orig. infl., the nom. 

♦ 
* ° ° 
may be pronounced with Ishmam [640], as ,jUj| c\c*Ij 

with Ishmam of the Damm [on the o of J^lr], the 
nowi. being pronounced with Ishmam because it is the 
strongest and earliest inflection [24]; whereas in ^ Ca1\ 

no vowel is pronounced with Ishmam, because these are 
more notorious for quiescence [of the final] than the 
former, since the quiescence of the like thereof is con- 
stitutional : (k) Akh disallows Ishmam ; but there is no 
reason for his disallowance, while there is the reason 
mentioned for approval : (1) according to what S says, 
there is no harm in pronouncing the nom. with Ishmam 

in the pre. [n.] in such as Jo\ *i^£ the manservant of 
Zaid, when not constructed with its op. (R) : (m) one 
ought to pause upon the * in &JJ! J ] III. 1. [321], as 
one pauses upon oUl and +*$ ; and to begin with what 
follows it, as you say £>USI J^l^ [above] : and this is 
the reading of 'Asim : (n) as for its Fath [below], this is 
the vowel of the Harnza thrown upon it, when the 
Hamza is elided for alleviation [658] (K) : (o) there is a 
dispute about iu?I*JTlII. 1. [321, 664] :— those who 
assert that, in continuity also, the concurrence of two 
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quiescents [in such as fa ] is on account of pause holcl 

the vowel on the » to be transferred from the Hamza, 
because, in that case, [i. e., when the* is paused upon,] the 
Hamza is not [necessarily] elided [669], since it is not 
in the interior [of the sentence] ; so that the vowel [of 
the Hamza (B)] is transferred (Jrb) to the * , to indicate 
that the Hamza is virtually expressed, because it is 
elided for alleviation [658], not on account of [its being 
in] the interior [669], since the * is in the predicament 
pf pause ; [and thus this reading of the text is] like 
their saying /^USI J^U One-two, by throwing the 

vowel of the Hamza upon the J (B) ; and for that reason 
the * is pronounced with Fath [above] : whereas those 
who say that, in continuity, the concurrence of two 
quiescents [in such as fa ] is not on account of pause 

say that the Hamza is elided [because of its being] in 
the interior [of the sentence] ; and, two quiescents 
[then] concurring, vid. the * and the J , they mobilize 
the first, because of what will be mentioned [below] ; 
while they do not pronounce it with Kasr [664], but 
with Fath, from regard to the solemnity of the Name of 
God, and because, if they pronounced the * with Kasr^ 
two Kasras and a ^ would be combined (Jrb) : (p) if 
you say' 1 Then what is the reason for the reading of 
«Amr Ibn 'Ubaid with Kasr ?," I say " This reading is 
founded upon the notion that the mobilization is because 
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of the concurrence of two quiescents ; and is not accept- 
ed " [664] (K) ; but Akh allows Kasr also in Luf ^J\ , 

which is read by 'Amr Ibn 'Ubaid, on the ground that 
the vowel is because of the two quiescents, not because 
of transfer (R) : (4) in such [phrases] as J OJ^ ^j^^J t 
Is AlHasan with thee" 1 , and dLu+j &1M V j- H > I Is the 
blessing of God thine oath ? [669] (SH), i. e., in every 
word that begins with a conj. Hamza pronounced with 
Fath, and is preceded by the interrog. Hamza: (a) that 
[combination] is [found] in two cases, firstly with J t 

[599, 667], and secondly with idjf Jjjjf or &Jjf ^>f [650, 
667], since the conj. Hamza is not pronounced with 
Fatlj except in them [668] : (b) they permit the concur- 
rence of two quiescents here, because, if they elided the 

conj. Hamza, saying J jo^ ^^^vJl and dJu>+j> &JJ| <j*j|, 
one would not know whether it was an enunciation or 
an interrogation ; so that they change the \conj.'] 
Hamza into I (Jrb), because of [that (Jrb)] ambiguity 
(SH) : (c) IH means that, when the interrog. Hamza is 
prefixed to what begins with a conj. Hamza pronounced 
with Fath, the conj. Hamza may not be elided [669], 
although it occurs in the interior [of the sentence], lest 
the interrogation be mistaken for enunciation, because 
the vowels, of the two Hamzas are identical, since both 
[Hamzas] are pronounced with Fath : (d) in [dealing 
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with] that [combination] the Arabs have two methods, 
the more frequent being conversion of the second 
[Hamza] into a pure I [497], while the second is soften- 
ing of the second [Hamza] between Hamza and I [656, 
661, 669] (R) : [for] some of the Arabs put the conj. 
Hamza, in what we have mentioned, betwixt and 
between [658] : the poet [AIMuthakkib alAbdl (AKB)] 
says 

j^AAlj Ug.^1 yJ^\ A-S^f ^ \jfi \ C>-M-> I6| y£)&\ Lcj 

[669] (Jrb) And I know not, ivhen I intend a matter, 
meaning good, not evil, which of the two will follow 
me, whether the good that I seek, or the evil that seeks 
me (AKB), whore [the second Hamza in w^iaJH is the 
conj. Hamza, which is alleviated by being softened 
betwixt and between, since (AKB)], if it were not 
put betwixt and between, the measure of the verse 
would not be right ; while it is not said to be sounded 
true [669], because no one allows that, and the proper 
way is to explain [the verse] according to what is 
allowed : and the two modes [of pronunciation] are 

transmitted from Fr in the texts ^li\ X. 9L What! 

[dost thou believe (K, B)] now ? [497, 669] and ^^dJj 
VI. 144, 145. [656, 669] ; but the well-known [mode] is 
the first (Jrb) : (e) the first is more appropriate, because 



( 1005 ) 

the second Hamza ought to be elided [669], on account 
of its occurring in the interior [of the sentence] ; while 
conversion is nearer than softening to elision, because, 
like elision [658], it is a removal of the Hamza altoge- 
ther : but the Kur is read in both ways : (f) when the 
second [Hamza] is converted into I , two quiescents 
concur, irregularly, because, in such as ^j^+ssJ I [above], 
the second [quiescent] is neither incorporated, nor 
paused upon, as we prescribed [above] ; while, in your 
saying xJJ I Is God ?, though it is incorporated, still the 
incorporated [letter] is not in the same word as the 
[letter that it is] incorporated into, [because the incor- 
porated is the J of the art., while the incorporated into 
is part of what the art. is prefixed to (MAR)] : (g) the 
I converted from the Hamza is not elided [below], lest 
the same confusion between interrogation and enuncia- 
tion, from which they escaped [by refusing to elide the 
conj. Hamza], be entailed upon them ; while that 
[retention of the ! , notwithstanding the irregularity in 
the concurrence of the two quiescents,] is facilitated by 
the I 's being more powerful in prolongation than its two 

fellows (R) : (5) in such as JuTli^ [552, 656] (SH), 
where the concurrence of two quiescents appears, from 
their being in two words, not to be allowable ; but is 
allowed (MASH), because l# is equivalent to part of 
the word [ &JJ I ], by reason of its being a compensation 
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for the jurat ive p., which is like part of the word [that 
it is prefixed to] (Jrb, MASH) : and [similarly in such 

as (Jrb, MASH)] *JUT^t [556, 558] (SH), from dislike 

that the expression &JJ t [52, 262] should occur pro- 
nounced with Kasr of its Hamza, so that its meaning 
should not be recognized : (a) elision of the f [of U* ] in 

[such as (Jrb)] xJjfU&y [552], and elision or Fath of 

the <5 in kJJT &[ [558] are allowable (Jrb, MASH), in 
which case two quiescents do not concur (MASH) ; so 

that in &JJ I b& ^ and *JJ I ^ t you are allowed the option 
of combining, or not combining, two quiescents : and for 
this reason IH separates them from the preceding cases, 
in which there is no option, as is obvious in all but 

^j^siJ I and *JJ ! ^j^j I ; and [is] likewise [affirmable] in 
these two, either upon the ground of the well-known 
method, [vid. conversion of the conj. Hamza into I , ] or 
because the Hamza betwixt and between approximates 
to the quiescent [658] (Jrb). And [in other cases than 
those which we have mentioned the concurrence of two 
quiescents is not pardonable ; so that their saying (Jrb)] 

^LJaJ I U&JLs* [ eyJ&Jf with expression of the t (Jrb)] is 
anomalous [228, 610] (SH), analogy requiring elision^ as 
in^jyo^t LoiU. the two menservants of the governor 
and duo! L^S the two garments of thy son, where you 
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do not pronounce the I : Aus [Ibn Hajar (Mb, D\v)] 
says 

Leys* L^wyJu o^iL^« ^1^. .SL? jjlLJl LxiLL^ cmai)\U 

And the two rings of the belly-girth are pressed 
together in folks, and their hearts heave with impa- 
tience ; but, in this prov. } they never elide it, in order 
to describe the event as distressing, by sounding the 
du. true in pronunciation (Jrb). [since] pj\ oJ&JI is 
said, as a prov. y when the evil is great, because the two 
rings do not meet except when the camel is extremely 
emaciated, or when the belly-girth is drawn excessively 
tight. But IE's saying " And ^UaJl UaJL^ is anoma- 
lous " ought to come after " and \J>>*5\ ^rit " [below], 

because the \ ought to be elided, as in ^JLfl .^^u 
[below]. If the concurrence of two quiescents be [in 
any case] other than the mentioned, it is of two kinds, 
the first [quiescent] being either a letter of prolongation 
or not. And by " letter of prolongation " [above] we 
mean a quiescent letter of softness, when the vowel of 
what precedes it is homogeneous with it. If it be [a 
letter of prolongation], then, (l) if elision of the letter of 
prolongation would lead to confusion, the second [quies- 
cent] is mobilized, since the [first, being a] letter of 
prolongation, is not movable, as in ^UL^o Two Muslims 

* • 9 

and ^j^JU** Muslims, where the ^ [16, 228, 234] is 
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orig. quiescent; and, if the I and ^ were elided because 
of the two quiescents, the two [formations] would be 
confounded with the ace. and nom., sing , when pro- 

■"* c 9 

nounced with Tan win : (a) similarly in ^LJLo They two 

9 o 9 

become Muslims, ^^X^j> They become Muslims, and 
j^jlJLIo Thou [fern.] becomest a Muslim, if the lette:s 
of prolongation were elided, the v. would, at first sight, 
be confounded with the [v.] corroborated by the single 
n. [610]: (2) if elision do not lead to confusion, the 
letter of prolongation is elided, whether the second 
quiescent be (a) in the same word as the first, as in oii»* 
Fear thou, jU Say thou, and *i Sell thou [671, 703] : 
(b) like part of that word, as being (a) an attached nom. 

Q s it * 9 *■ 

pron., as in ^^uL:£U Thou [fern.] dreadest, (j^y*? Ye 
[masc.] raid, and ^&qJ> Thou [fern.] shoot est : (a) their 

* o * 90* Of 

0. f. is (5 AisJi , yjk'S , and ^oJS ; but, when the quiescent 
[nom.'] prons., [i, e., the ^ of the pi. masc. and the ^ of 
the sing, fern.,'] are attached to them, the J s are elided 
because of the two quiescents : (6) the first of the two 
corrob. ^ s, one of which is incorporated into the other, 

as (jv^l -Do ye surely raid and ^>l Do thou [femj 
surely shoot [below], where the two prons. [ • and ^ ] 
are elided, because the quiescent ^ is attached to them 
[tilO] : or (c) the initial of a separate word, as in <5 -&£v> 
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Jj3\The people dread [above], J^zaJ\ y^> The army 
raids, and JoSiS ^S He shoots at the mark [above], 
The reason why the first [quiescent] is elided when it is 
a letter of prolongation, in the absence of confusion 
[above], and is mobilized when it is anything else, as in 
v^j-^t u^t strike, strike, [like w*£>3l ,,.^31 below,] 

except with a preventive, as in sJJb Li [below], as will 
be explained, while the second, in all the positions 
[just mentioned], is neither elided, nor mobilized, is only 
that the second of the two quiescents is the one whose 
pronunciation becomes impracticable when the first is 
sound, and heavy when the first is a letter of softness ; 
and, the cause of the impracticability and the heaviness 
being the quiescence of the first, that bar is removed, 
either by elision of the first, when a vowel upon i$ 
would be heavy, vid. when it is a letter of prolongation 
[below], or by mobilization of it when that would not 
be so : whereas you *begin with the first of the two 
quiescents, before the occurrence of the second ; so that 
its quiescence is neither impracticable, nor heavy. 
Mobilization of the letter of prolongation [above], 
which is a ^ or ^5 , would be heavy, because the [effect] 
sought from prolongation is alleviation, by making the 
letter of softness quiescent, and [the vowel of] tvhat 
precedes it homogeneous with it, in order to soften 
its pronunciation : while mobilization of it would bs 
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destructive of this object. But, as for the t , there is no 
question about it, because mobilization of it is impossible, 
since, in that case, it would not remain an I [683]. And 
the reason why the ^ is elided from ^yil , and the & 
from Jj^ojl [above], though the corrob. ^, is like part of 
the preceding word, so that, if the ^ or & were left 
intact, it would be like [the I in] ^jjJLdJf I. 7. [above] 

and [the ^ of dj+2 in] ^j^iM Oy+> [above], is that this 
,j is, in every case, another word ; and is not inseparable, 
so as, by reason of inseparability, to be given the 
predicament of part of the word. If any one say " Then 

w> *" O 

wherefore is it reckoned like part of the word in ,jb wol 
De ye two surely strike [below], so that the I is not 
elided ?", I say " The object is to distinguish between 
the sing, and the du. : for the ^ , as not being heavy, 
can have the predicament of part of the word ; but, as 
being bil. } and not inseparable from the word, is not like 
part thereof : so that, where th'ey have an object in 
giving it the predicament of part [of the word], i. e., in 
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such as ^Gv-ol [below], they give it that [predicament] ; 

< * ' 

and, where they have no object, they do not give it that 
[predicament]." The nom. prons. attached to the apoc. 
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and imp. in such as l^v^l Raid ye and l^yiu p Ye did 
not raid, ^yc. I Said thou [fern.] and ^yu p Thou 
[fern.] didst not raid, Lyo J Shoot ye two and Ljuo^j p 
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Ye two did not shoot, I^Jl Shoot ye and \y>y p Ye 
did not shoot, ^1 Shoot thou [fein.] and ^ji p Thou 
didst not shoot, \SJ* \\ Be ye two pleased and ll^y? p 
y"e <m?o were no£ pleased, \y&)\ ^0 y^ pleased and 
tl^!J £) Fe were not pleased, ^\\ Be thou [fern.] 

pleased and ^=>°^ p Thou [fem.] wast not pleased, are 
affixed to the v. after the elision of the J for formation 
of the apoc. [404] or imp. [428], as they are affixed in 

Cs-ol Strike ye two and \yiy2 Say ye [below], L>^dJ> p 

Ye two did not strike and \py& p Ye did not say 
[below], after the apocopation [404] or quiescence [431] ; 
then the J s are restored on account of their affixion, 
because with them the apocopation and quiescence are 
not upon the J ; and then the J s are elided with the 
5 or ^5 , on account of the concurrence of two quiescents, 
after elision of the vowel of the J ; but are not elided 

with the I , as l^vil [below], Ia^I , and Ly* J [above], 

\)j*2 p Ye two did not raid, Lyo y> iJ , and 1^6 j? p 

[above], because of the absence of two quiescents. And 

the J is not converted into I in LLa % I above] and Luli* I 

* ** * 

Dread ye two, because they are made to accord with 
<jU-^*3 Ye two are pleased and ^LuLico Ye two dread, 
as will be explained [719] (R). And, [should one say 
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that the £ of a& , vid. the I converted from the . , and 
the J of |^A.=*I and ^Ai>t , vid. the I converted from the 
^5 , are elided only because of the concurrence of two 
quiescents, while this cause is absent (Jib)] in such as 
&-UI i*Jj> Fear thou God, kU| I^a^I Bread ye God 

and &JJI ^AiJ Dread thou [fern.] God [below], ,j^b>! 
Do ye surely dread and ^^xAi^l Do thou [fem.] surely 
dread, [so that the elided must be restored, IH replies 
that in them ( Jrb)] the vowel [of the J , and of the ^ 
and ^5 (R)] is not taken into account (SH), because it is 
accidental, put on account of [the occurrence of a 
quiescent after it in (Jrb)] a separate word, vid. aJUf , 
[which is obvious (Jrb)] ; and [similarly (R)] the [corrob. 
(Jib)] jj , which, when attached to the [prominent 
(Jrb)] pron. 9 is like a separate (R, Jrb) word, according 
to what IH lays down at the end of the Kafiya : so that 
the f elided on account of the quiescence of the J , and 
of the . [and ^ ], does not return (R), contrary to [the 

I of] such asUL^ Fear ye two and ^L^ Do thou 
[masc] surely fear (Sli), where the vowel [of the J ] 
is quasi-original, because what follows it is attached to 
the word in the same way as a part [thereof], which in 
U l*> is obvious ; and in ^5 U* is [equally true,] because, 
with the pron. latent, the ^ is quasi-attached [to the #.] 
(Jrb). If, then, it be said "Grant that the ^ [of 
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.j^^land ^x^s. I ] is like a word separate from the 
v., because of the intervention of the [prominent] pron. 
between them, is it not quasi-attached to the pron. } in 
the same way as to the J in ^i iL ? and therefore, since 
the vowel of the J in ^i iL is quasi-original, because of 
what is attached to it, i. e., the <j , and for this reason 
the I elided in oL=* returns [in ^U^J, so ought the 
vowel of the • and ^ in ^^=* I and ^^Uc^ | to be [quasi- 
original], so that the J elided in them, on account of the 
quiescence of the ^ and <^ attached to them, ought to 
return ", we say (l) that, between the attachment of the 
^ to the J of the word, and its attachment to the 
[prominent] pron., there is a difference, because the ^ , 
when attached to the pron, in letter, is not attached 
thereto in sense, since it denotes corroboration [610] 
of the v., not corroboration of the pron, : and (2) that 
the J of the word is radically mobile, so that [even] its 
accidental vowel is taken into account ; contrary to the 
2 and ^ of the pron., which are radically quiescent. If 
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you say " Is not the ^ in such as <jL wot [above] after 
the [prominent] pron. ? Then why is not the I elided, as 
in J^ J I b wo( Strike ye tiuo the man?", I say "From 
fear of confounding the du. with the sing., as above 
explained". As for the vowel of the J in LilX [above], 
tyrLi , and ^iL , and in ^iX ? it, notwithstanding its 
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being accidental, becomes quasi-original, because of the 
attachment of the attached nom. pron., which is like 
part of the v.; and [because of] the attachment of the 
corrob. ^ to the v. itself: and so in UL^ll Let them 
two fear and \js\JxJ Let them fear. Moreover, in the 
words mentioned, the vowels of the J , although acci- 
dental, caused by affixion of the prons. and the <j , are 
still permanent, on account of the exclusion of the J 
from being constructively quiescent, as it is in J^JJ I ^i 
LXXIII. 2. Rise thou [to pray (B)] at night [below] 
and JuJU! pb p He did not rise to pray at night, since, 
with the corrob. ^ attached to the J of the word, the 
apocopation [404] and quiescence [431] are totally 
removed, because, with it, the apoc. and imp. become 
uninfl. upon the vowel [402, 406, 610, 664], according 
to the soundest [opinion] ; while, with attachment of the 
prominent prons., as in ^ Say ye two and ilyo p Ye 
two did not say } t^Jy> Say ye and iyyw Li Ye did not 

9 9 ^ "" 

say [above], ^y* Say thou [fern.] and ^yu jSJ Thou 
[fern.] didst not say 9 without a corrob. ^ , the [indica- 
tion of the mood, which in Jo Say thou and JJu p 
Thou didst not say is effected by] apocopation [404] 
or quiescence [431], is shifted from the J to the ^ 
[405, 431], which is after the J [and the attached nom. 
pron., in « the five paradigms", and by elision of which 
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the indication of the mood is therein effected] : so that 
in neither case does the J remain constructively quies- 
cent. Inevitably, therefore, the £ s return. And, on 
account of the cessation of the apocopation or quiescence, 

the J s are retained in ^;>*t Do thou surely raid, 

.M.yiJ Let him surely raid, and I yJz\ Raid ye two 

[above]. The reason why the first of the two quiescents, 

i. e., the ! in ^ n and \yh. , [ (5 -U| and ^5-^ , ] is not 
elided upon attachment of the I of the du. in t^yi 

They two raided and iLcv They two shot [719], ^LJ-ti 

* * ° > 
and ^LaJL^ [229], but is converted into ^ or ^ , as you 

see, and mobilized, is fear of confounding the du. with 
the sing., i. e., ty£ He raided and ^0 * He shot, Jo) yS ^\ 
the higher part of Zaid and ^y+z {S ^^ the pregnant 
female of c Amr [684]. But the J elided in the like of 
ouc> she shot and o yi She raided is not restored, 
although the ^ is mobilized, in l£c , T%e^ £^0 [fern.] 
s//o£ [607] and Lfyi T/*e?/ £i£jo [fern.] raided, because, 
although its vowel is on account of the t , which is like 
a part [of the v.], still the verbal ^j of femininization is 
radically quiescent ; contrary to the J of [the y. in] Co A 
Stand ye two, [which is radically mobile,] as above 
mentioned : and also because the ^ , which ought to come 

after the ag., because it is the sign of femininization of 

104 a 
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the ag., not of the v., debars the I from complete attach- 
merit, as we said of [the prominent nom. pron. in] 
^yte>\ and v jjuki* ! , [which debars the ^ from complete 
attachment to the vJ]. Some, however, allow restora- 
tion of the I in the like thereof, citing as evidence the 
saying [of Imra alKais, describing his mare (Jsh)] 

(R) Having two sides to her back, that have become 
thick, as when the leopard crouches down upon his 
two fore-arms, where the poet ought to have said Lxh^ 
(Jsh). If the first of the two quiescents be not a letter 
of prolongation, it is mobilized, [not elided, whether it 
be a sound, or an unsound, letter (Jrb)J as _>#<il v_*#<M 
Go, go [above], *lL| Sj [below], and all I *a J I III. 1- 
[above]; and [as] *JU| !^=>l and &JU! (5 &i»t [above] 
(SH) : except when its mobilization would lead to 
destruction of the object, as in sjJ^ Li and ^liajj 
[below], as will be explained. The reason % why, in the 
absence of this preventive, the first must be mobilized, 
is that, its quiescence being, as we mentioned, the bar to 
the pronunciation of the second quiescent, that bar is 
removed by mobilizing the first, since the mobilization 
does not lead to heaviness, as mobilization of the letter 
of prolongation would, according to what we have 
mentioned. But from this cat. are excepted (1) the 






, 
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single corrob. ^ , as in *sJt jaSaJ! ^il [537, 614], 
which is elided, to distinguish it from the Tanwin 
[609] : (2) the ^ of £, jj [205], which is elided, though 
anomalously, because, being liable to elision, without a 
concurrence of two quiescents, as in the saying [of the 
Rajiz Ghailan (S)] 

It takes full two fathoms of its rope from its two 
lower jaws to its chest, it may be elided w T hen it occurs 
in a place where elision of the letter of prolongation 
would be good, and that because of the resemblance of 

the ^ to the ; [270] : (a) the ^ of ^ ft [450], 

9 s 

although it shares with the ^ of £> Jj in what we have 
said about resemblance to the ^ , and allowability of 
elision without [a concurrence of] two quiescents, is not 
treated analogously to it, because elision of the ^ of 
,%jj on account of the [concurrence of] two quiescents 
is anomalous, what we have mentioned being a reason 
for approving it, but not a necessitating cause : (3) the 
Tanwin of the proper name qualified by ^J| pre. to a 
proper name, as has been explained in its place [50, 609]. 
But, as for the elision of the Tanwin, on account of the 

[concurrence of (K)] two quiescents, in ^TkJ? l^LL I 
^Tt [234], and in the reading of CXII. 1, 2. [609 ; 160], 
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it is anomalous (R), the approved [course] being to 
sound the Tan win, and pronounce it with Kasr [GO 9, 664] 

(K). The o.f. of [the v. in] *dj| £j / c^'d ?^o^ care 

^£ 
[above] is ^Ul : the ^ is elided because of the prefixion 

of the apocopative [ p ] ; then, JL| p being frequently 
used, abbreviation is required ; and therefore a second 
apocopation of the word by the apocopative is allowed, 
through assimilation of JL| , on account of the mobility 
of its final, to what has nothing elided from it, like Jjb 
says and ^1&j> fears; so that the vowel of the J is 
elided ; and then the I , on account of the two quiescents. : 
and then the & of silence is affixed, as in so p JTe c/£<i 
?zo£ ^ee and &*L£u £j He did not dread [615], because 
the J is constructively mobile, since its vowel, being only 
irregularly elided, is, as it were, expressed; so that, 
two quiescents concurring, the first is pronounced with 
Kasr, as is the rule [664], Kasr being also its original 
vowel (R). And hence ^^sj and ^.aA^I [above] are 
said, because, [says IH,] the [corrob. (Jrb)] ^ [here 
(Jrb)] is quasi-separate (SH) : but the vice of this 
[argument] is not hidden (Jrb^, [since] there is abso- 
lutely no reason for his bringing in this clause here, 
because the first quiescent, when not a letter of 
prolongation, is mobilized, whether the second be 
attached, like the s in *Jo| p [above] ; or separate, like 
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[^1 in] &JJ I t^^l and &JIM c5 Ai>l [above]; or quasi- 
separate, like [the ^ in] ^^Ai*f and ^^ t : then what 
sense has his saying " because the ^ is quasi-separate ", 
when the predicament of the attached also is the same ? 
The mobilization of the J of determination prefixed to 

9 co * 9 o <o • 

the conj. Hamza, as in ^^\ the son and *-w!^f the 

name [669], (j}3Ua3if I the departure and —Iw^xXw^f 
£Ae extraction^ belongs to the ca£. of mobilization of the 
first of two quiescents with Kasr [664], in order that 
pronunciation of the second may be possible, as in 

-^u«! tXS He has already extracted and o=^^t Jj° 
jBas Ae Seen peculiarly distinguished ?, because the 
cory. Hamza with its vowel is elided [669] in the 
interior [of the sentence] ; so that two quiescents, the 
determinative J and the quiescent that follows the conj. 
Hamza, concur. But Ks transmits from sDme of the 
Arabs that, when you mean to elide the Hamza in the 
interior [of the sentence], its vowel may be transferred 

to what precedes it: so that j^tM ^j+Llll &jjf ^lo 

&JU <xI^Jt In-the Name etc. [HI], praise etc. [141] is 

transmitted with Fath of the „ in (*a^LM , when you 

conjoin it with the initial of cxl^Jf 1. 1. ; and similarly 

JuJJ t jv3 LXXIII. 2. [above] is anomalously read with 
Fath of the r (R), by alleviation [658] (B). And, 
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according to this, the Kasra of the J in ^J'Sf and 
(Jf^Iaj^t [above] may be transferred from the conj. 
Hamza. And similarly the Damm in such as Jl£|7 

^yixll VI. 10. [540] and ° 'L\ vLJlsJ XII. 31. [664]. 
But [the authority for] this [transfer] is weak ; and, if 
it were allowable, &JJ\ (jXj. p XCVIII. 1. [above] 
and ^5 jJI ^Jo PP/io is he that ? , with Fath of the two 
<j s , would be allowable (R). The first is mobilized 
in all cases (Jrb), except (1) when mobilization of the 
first is avoided for the sake of alleviation, in which case 

y © y ° 

the second is mobilized, as in (jJlkj I [with quiescence of 

the J , and Fath of the J» (MASH),] and * job p [with 
quiescence of the J , and Fath of the o (MASH)] ; and 

as in <Sj and oU p in [the dial, of] Tamim [664, 731] 
(SH) : i. e., in every position where two quiescents are 
combined by making the first to be quiescent for an 
object ; so that, if the first w r cre mobilized, the object, 
for which it was made quiescent, [vid. alleviation 
(MASH),] would come to nought (Jrb) : (a) IH means 
that, if the first be not a letter of prolongation, the 
second is mobilized when destruction of the object would 
be produced from mobilization of the first : and this is 
[found] in the v. alone, as ^JLk3| Depart thou, orig. 
^jJlkb! , an imp. from (jjiUajl departure, where, (jM-k 
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bein<? assimilated to u&» in the dial, of Tamim [368], 
the J is made quiescent ; so that two quiescents concur ; 
Sand, if the first were mobilized, that would be destructive 
of the object : and so one says of * jJo p (R), and 
[according to Z] J[££ XXIV. 51. [below] (M) : the 
poet says ^Jl 1 5X> p dJj <*3j [505] (M, Jrb), orig. 
*jJL)*J, which [also (IY)] is assimilated to oUT; so 
that the J is made quiescent ; and, [two quiescents then 
concurring (Jrb),] the o is mobilized with Fath [below] : 
and hence, [as some assert (Jrb),] the reading of Hafs 
&&L ~L xlll ylicu^ XXIV. 51. And dreadeth God, and 
is pious [below], with quiescence of the ,jj , and Kasr 
of the » (IY, Jib) : (b) the second of the two quiescents 
is pronounced with Fath [above], in preference to Kasr, 
which is the o.f. in mobilizing [one of] two quiescents 
[6 6 4 J, in order to purify the v. from Kasr, for which 
reason the v. is protected from it by the ^ of support 
[170]: (c) as for Damn], one is not reduced to it, in 
averting [a concurrence of] two quiescents, except for 
alliteration, as in jo* [203, 664] ; or because the quies- 
cent [to be mobilized] is the ^ of the pi, as in ^LzjL) 
[610, 664] : (d) some say that the second is pronounced 
with Fath for alliteration to the vowel of what precedes 
the first quiescent, in addition to Fath's being lighter : 
(e) the people of AlHijaz do not incorporate in the 
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reduplicated [v.'] whose J is quiescent ou account of the 
apoc. or imp., as o^V\ Restore thou and oo°S fi He 
did not restore, because the condition of incorporation 
[731] is mobilization of the second [letter] : but the 
Banti Tamlm [664, 731] and many others, seeing this 
quiescence to be accidental, caused by the formation of 
the apoc. and imp., and to be sometimes replaced by 
mobility, although the vowel is accidental, as in ^o\\ 

lyUI Restore thou the people [664], do not take this 
quiescence into account, but treat the second [letter] 
like the mobile ; and therefore make the first quiescent, 
in order that it may be incorporated, and the word be 
thus lightened by incorporation : so that two quiescents 
concur ; and, if the first were mobilized, that would be 
destructive of the object [of the incorporation, vid. 
alleviation (Jrb)j : and this [mobilization of the second] 

occurs in the Kur, as JU4-& ^1 y^sl^Ldj $j II. 282. 
And let not a scribe or witness do harm, or be harmed 
(R), either [ccct. or pass. (K)] voice being admissible, as 
is proved by [the fact] thatt^Ldj Sfj is read with Kasr 

[by 'Urnar (K)], and Fath (K, B) by Ibn 'Abbas (K) : 

... ° 0* 

(f ) all agree upon omitting incorporation in J^xi | when a 

[v. of] wonder [477], as ao JaaL | How dear he is!, 
because it is aplastic : (2) sometimes also when the 
second is the final of an uninfl. word, in which case it is 
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mobilized, since, the two quiescents being, upon this 
hypothesis, inseparable one from the other, [because the 

measure is supposed to be <£li ,] if the first were mobi- 
lized, one measure would be confounded with another, 
as in {J Jo\ [206] and juuc [above], where the JJii a.d JJj 
quiescent in the c would be mistaken for the [ Juji and 
Jjii ] mobile therein : (a) [the mobilization of the second 
quiescent in] ^1 [206, 321, 666], Ci& [207, 321, 666], 
and IkL^ [ 202 > 664 > 666 ] ma 7 ^ e attributed to [fear of] 
the like [confusion], and to [dislike of] the heaviness 
of a vowel upon the unsound letter, if the latter be not 
converted [684, 703] ; while, if it were converted, that 
[conversion] would be a liberty in an indecl. \n.~\ (R). 
But the reading of Hafs &aaj* XXIV. 51. And fear eth 
Him [above] does not belong to this [cat. (Jrb)], accoid- 
ing to the soundest (SH) saying, because the * of silence 
may not be expressed in continuity [615], nor mobilized 
at all [616] ; and, if it might be mobilized here, the 
[vowel] suitable for it would be Fath, as in <jJLbI| 
[above] (MASH). This is a refutation of Z, who says 

OS/ ( g c >- 

that £aaj is orzg. ^xj , with the s of silence [615] affixed 

thereto ; so that [the termination of] it becomes &£3 like 

oU5 [above] ; and then the vowel of [the medial, i. e.,] 
the (J is elided, as is [the practice in] the dial, of 
Tamim (R), like [the vowel of the ; in] 

105 a 
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(K) Sulaima said " J3^?/ f/iow /o?' ^s barley-meal ; 
and give me bread of wheat, or flour (N) ; so that, 
'two quiescents concurring, the second, i. e M the s of 
silence, is mobilized, lest destruction of the object, [vid. 
alleviation by quiescence of the medial,] be entailed, if 
the first should be mobilized. But what he says 
involves venturing upon mobilization of the * of silence, 
[and expression of it in continuity (Jrb), each of] which 
is strange [615, 616] : and [Jj, whose opinion is adopted 
by (Jrb)] IH, says, which is the truth, that the a here is 
[an objective pron. (Jrb)] relating to xJUt in &JIM ^i^u ^ 
[above] ; and that &&» , being like uu^, is lightened by 
elision of the Kasr of the Jj ; and then the conj., i. e., 
the ^5 , which follows the a of the pron., is elided, 
because it is elided when the * follows a quiescent* as in 
ka* [161], &JLc , and &1JU (R) : so that there is no concur-* 
rence of two quiescents, nor any mobilization on account 
of such (Jrb). 

§. 664. The general rule in every concurrence of 
two quiescents is that the first of them should be mobi- 
lized with Kasr, as 2U^| oJb The handmaid committed 
fornication and *j*UsJ| ouoU> The girl stood (IY). 
Since you know that, in some cases [663], mobilization 
[of one quiescent] is unavoidable, IH points out that 
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(Jrb) the o. f. [of mobilization (Jrb)] in a concurrence- 
of two quiescents is [with (Jrb)] Kasr (SH). The 
reason why the o f. in mobilizing is Kasr, (1) in the 
case of the first quiescent, is what we have mentioned 
about one's own nature [663], when one is not forced to 
[employ] another vowel : (2) in the case of every 
quiescent whose mobilization is.needed, both this [quies- 
cent] that we are discussing [663-666], and the conj. 
Hamza [668, 669], is said to be that quiescence is 
substituted in the v n i. e., the apoc, for Kasr in the n. y 
i. e., the gen. [404] ; so that, when a vowel replacing, 
and annulling, quiescence is needed [in the v. or 
elsewhere], Kasr is substituted for quiescence by way 
«>f retaliation : (3) in the case of the first quiescent, is 
said to be that it occurs only at the end of a word, and 
therefore likes to be mobilized with a vowel not liable to 
be mistaken for an inflectional vowel. ; so that Kasr is 
most appropriate, because it is- not an inflection except 
with Tanwin after it [16], or with a subst. therefor, vid # 
an art. or a post. n. [17] ; and, when no Tanwin is. found 
after it, nor any subst. therefor, it is known not to be 
an inflection : whereas Damm or Fath is sometimes an 
inflection without Tanwin, or any subst. therefor, as 

&+L\ ^*£^ and &JL\ ootj [17], <J>^» [408] and 

vl>jrfflj yjJ [410,549]; so that, if the quiescent w 7 ere 

mobilized with either of these two vowels, that vowel 

J. 
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would be liable to be mistaken for an*inflectional vowel 
(R). If there be any variation [from this o. f. (MASH)], 
it is on account of an accident (SH), requiring some 
[vowel] other than Kasr, necessarily, preferably, or 
allowably (Jrb), like (I) the necessity for pamm in (a) 

' the r of the pi [below] (SH), as ^' )y Li3\$ XXX 
VII. 172. [252] (Jrb), in order to lestore it to its o.f. 
(MASH), since it is orig. pronounced with Damm, as 
is proved by the reading of the people of Makka [with 
Pamm of this ^ , and (MASH)] with a ^ after it (Jrb, 

MASH), as ^11 (MASH) : (a) IH's saying « in the 
r of the pi" [above] is not unrestrictedly true, because, 
when the * of the pi is after a 8 pronounced with Kasr 
[161], the best known [pronunciation] is Kasr of the * , 
as in the reading of IA1 i^Ull»5M *gj II. 161. The ties 
between them, for alliteration to [the Kasr of] the s , 
and in order to treat the * like the rest of what is 
mobilized on account of the [concurrence of] two quies- 
cents ; though the remainder of the Readers vary from 
the well-known [pronunciation], as oII^SH ^ II. 161. 
and j liaJf^flX* IV. 79. [204], with Damm of the r , in 
order to mobilize it with the original vowel, i. e. Damm : 
(6) if the r be after a Damma, whether upon the * , as 

in ^U* t^f (*& VIII. 4. They are the believers and in 
the reading of Hamza[161] J^VfJ&l* IV. 79. [above], 
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or upon any other [letter], as in *>\jAsa\ pZ±\ XXXV. 
16. Ye are the needy, f^lil {J3 VIIL 50. For you 
to-day, and xJUf I& v^?IS II. 143. GW w;i7Z bring you, 
the well-known [pronunciation] is Damm of the * , in 
order to mobilize it with the original vowel, and for 
alliteration to what precedes it ; but, in some dials., 
Kasr of it occurs, because of the [concurrence of] two 
quiescents, as in the rest of its congeners, consisting of 
one quiescent before another (R) : (b) similarly (Jrb) 
jj (SH), as (i^LMtU [203, 510] (MASH), because, its 

9 O J 

€K f. being juuo , they mobilize [the b ], in case of need, 
with the original vowel (Jrb) : (a) Damm of the o of 
tXc , on account of two quiescents, is not necessary, as 
IH mentions : but is more frequent than Kasr, either 
because its o. f. is Damm, since <Xc is said to be orig. 

9 O J 

OJuo ; or for alliteration [in the vowel] of the i to [that 
of] the * ; or because it is like the finals [201] : (c) Jw^S 
[161], in order that the Damm may indicate plurality, 
as in ^ and ^jal (R) : (2) the preference for Fath in 
such as 'sJUf ,^JT III. 1. [321, 663] (SH) : (a) IH says 
"preference for Fath" because Akh allows Kasr, 
according to analogy in the concurrence of two quies- 
cents ; and c Amr Ibn 'Ubaid reads with it ; but it is not 
accepted [663] by the Readers (Jrb) : (b) [IH's citation 
of "such as Luf^TlIL 1." is relevant only on the 
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assumption that the vowel of the * is imported on 
account of a concurrence of two quiescents) which 
assumption is based on the theory that the quiescence 
of the final in such as •£** is not on account of pause ; 
and, on that assumption, the reasons for adopting Fath, 
in preference to Kasr, as the vowel of the * , have been 
indicated by H in §• 321, and Jrb in §. 663 :] but [R, 
who maintains the theory that the quiescence of the 
final in such as Lxa is on account of pause, says that] the- 
Fatha of the * is transferred from the Hamza, not 
[imported] because of [a concurrence of] two quiescents ^ 
[and in that case the citation is not relevant here] : (c) 
the Fath [on the final of the v.] in such [formations] as, 

JoJal Do thou surely strike and J^*JLCJ Let him: 

assuredly strike is on account of the [concurrence of J 
two quiescents, according to Zj and Sf (R)]: [for] what, 
we have mentioned, vid. that the v. [in such formations] 
is uninfl. upon Fath [402, 406, 610, 663], is the opinion 
of S, Mb, and F : while Zj and Sf say that the vowel is; 
[imported] on account of the [concurrence of] two quies- 
cents, whether the v. [before the affixion of the ^ ] be 

infl. } [as in o^JJ Let him strike^ or uninfl., [as ia 
C*Jo\ strike thou 9 ] because, by affixion of the ^ , the v. 

is estranged from resemblance to ns. [404] ; and there* 
fore reverts to its o. /., vid. uninflectedness [402], the 
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t>. f. of which is quiescence ; so that it has to be mobi- 
lized [in the final], on account of the two quiescents ; 
and is then mobilized with Fath, to preserve [the final 
•of] the v. from being unnecessarily pronounced with 
Kasr, the characteristic of the gen. : [but here the Fath 
-is necessary, not preferable, there being no alternative 
vowel for the final of the v. in these formations :] (R on 
'the Corroborative ^ in IH) : (3) the allowability of 
Damm when the second of the two quiescents is followed 
by an original Damma in the same word [with the 
'♦second quiescent (R, Jrb)], as ^V=*l v^JUj XII. 31. 
And she said "Come forth "[663] (SH), J^jT^lJ^ 
-XXXVIII. 40, 41. [609], {^^LLoJ^yJl; XV. 45, 46, 

And springs. Enter ye them (M), and UlkjT Jo X. 
101. Say thou, Consider ye [666] (IY), in [all of (IY)] 
which Damm is [allowable (Jrb)] for alliteration (IY, 
Jrb), the Damma of the ^ in JUL? being an alliteration 
to the Damma of the ^ in ° tL I , since there is no 
barrier between them, except a quiescent letter ; and 
similarly [the Damma of] the Tan win [in ^ I <X& I ] 

being an alliteration to the vowel of the d [in ud^ji ], 
since there is nothing between them, except the quies- 
cent^ : and similarly [as] uo&if ; I LXXIII. 3. Or deduct 
[666, 668], except that the Damma here is for two 
reasons, one being the same as in XXX VIII. 40,41. 

V 
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[above] ; and the other being assimilation to the ^ of the 

pron. } on the principle of UxiaxX I p IX. 42. [below], 
where Dainm is allowable, although the <a> after the ^ 
is pronounced with Fath (IY) : and [similarly (Jrb)] 

s$\j&\ oJU She said " Raid thou [fern.] " (SH), because 
the original vowel of the \ is Damma, since the <5 is 
affixed to lL\ with Damm of the ; (R) : contrary to such 
as^f^t IV. 175. [16, 591] (SH), because the Damm 
of the y (R, Jrb) is not original (Jrb), [but] is an allitera- 
tion to the accidental Damm of inflection, while an 
alliteration to an accidental [vowel] is accidental (R) ; 
and to t^Sjf ciJli She said " Shoot ye " (SH), because 
the original vowel of the « is Kasr, since the ^ is affixed 
to r ° } [ with Kasr of the r (R) ; and ^kJt^t VI. 57. 
Judgment belongeth not [666] (SH), because the Damm 
of the ~ , though original, is not in the same word as 
the second quiescent, since the art. is one word [599], 
and IxL=L another : (a) the secret of it is that, when the 
Pamm is in another word, it is not inseparable from the 
two quiescents ; and is therefore not taken into account 
(Jrb) : (b) Kasr is allowable [in all of this (IY)], 
according to the o. /. (IY, Jrb) ; and is read, as 

"yL? ^JOi; XII. 81. [above], l^Uof ^^; XV. 
45, 46. [above], and XXXVIII. 40, 41. J [609p(IY) : (c) 
Mb does not approve of Damm (IY, R) of the -first 
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quiescent (R) here (IY), when it follows a Kasra, as in 
XXXVIII. 40, 41. [and XV. 45, 46.] (R), because it 
involves a transition from Kasr to Damm [668], which 
is deemed heavy (IY, R) in their language, and is not 
found in their speech ; whereas X. 101. and LXXIII. 3. 
[above] are not like that (IY) : (d) <^ <jj| <j-H*J L. 24, 
25. Suspicious [of God and His religion (K, B)], who 
is read with Fath of the ^ , for an escape from the 
succession of Kasras (M), upon the principle [666] of 

0^Lc^JT 0^' IV. 97. [89]; but the reading of the 
majority is ^JJ| ^^.v* with the Tan win [of ^s yo ] 
pronounced with Kasr [609], on account of the concur- 
rence of two quiescents (IY) : (e) sometimes the first of 
the two quiescents, although the second be not followed 
by an original Damuia, is pronounced with Damm, for 
alliteration to the Damma of what precedes it, as 

<^iT ji Say thou " Strike "; and j£uT ^ LXXIII. 2. 
[663] is anomalously read (R), with Damm of the * (K, 
B), for alliteration (B) : IJ says " The object of putting 
this vowel is to effect thereby an escape from the concur- 
rence of two quiescents ; and, with whichever of the 
[three] vowels you mobilize [the * ], the object is 
realized " (K) : (f) by analogy to this, the [first quiescent] 
preceded by a Fatha is pronounced with Fath by some, 

aslliaJl ^Jd\ Do thou good (R) : (4) the preference for 

106 a 
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Damm, (a) [in the , (E, Jrb) of the pron. (Jrb) of th.e 
pi., when preceded by a letter pronounced with Fath 

(R),] in [such as (R, Jrb)] (a) f$\ \£±\ Dread ye 
the people (SH), II. 238. [547, 668], and '*&\ S'^'o 
^^l-Lsv.x» XXXI. 31. They call on God, being sincere 
(Jrb), contrary to IX. 42. [below] (SH) : («) [the ; of 
the pron. in] ^}i! I 1^^=*^ [above] is pronounced with 
Damm to distinguish it from the ^ in such [words] as °J 
and jt [below], which is a [mere] letter (IY); [for,] 
whenever the ^ is a [mere] letter, [forming] part of the 
word itself, it is mobilized with Kasr, as IX. 42. [below] 
and LXXII. 16. [525], to distinguish between them: 
this is the doctrine of Khl : ( g ) others say that the 
Arabs prefer Damm in what is a n n [i. e., pron.'] (IY 
on §. 663), because Eamm, being homogeneous with the 
* , is related to it more closely than any other [vowel] : 
and also (Jrb) because a letter, [vid. a ^ or ^ (Jrb),] 
pronounced with Damm has been elided [here] before^ 
the j [of the pron.] (IY, Jrb), the o. f. being \^LkL\ , 

and \yl^J$ [and |^j>] (IY) ; so that, [when mobilization 
of the . is needed (IY),] they mobilize it with the 
vowel [of the letter (Jrb)] elided, which is more appro- 
priate (IY, Jrb) than importation of a strange vowel ; 
whereas, when the ^ is part of the word itself, they 
mobilize it with Kasr, according to the general rule 
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[above] in the concurrence of two quiescents, since there 
is then no elided vowel, wherewith it might be mobilized 

(IY) : (b) or^t E 610 ' 663 J> in order that the YOWel of 
the letter preceding the ^ may be similar in all conjugs.^ 

as ^yo^lGli)], ^j^l , ^Jl > and u>^' : ( a ) ^ ma y 
be said that they intend to distinguish the . of the pi. 
from any other [ ^ ], as in IX. 42. [below] ; while the . 
of the pi. is more worthy of Damm, in order that the 
letter preceding the corrob. <j may be made to keep 
one vowel in all conjugs., as just mentioned (R) : (b) 
similarly in the ^ of the pi., [when preceded by a letter 
pronounced with Fath,] in the n. [161] (R) ; [for] they 
treat the . of the pi, [when so preceded,] like the . of 
the pron., because each of them indicates the pi. masc, 
and has a letter pronounced with Damm, vid. the J of 
the word, elided before it (Jrb), as aJJf yik*a* the elect 
of God (R, Jrb), [which is so pronounced] in order that 
it may correspond with such as ^yL) I ^ s Lo the strikers 
of the people (R) : (a) in other cases, the ^ [preceded by 
a Fatha] is pronounced with Easr (Jrb) ; [so that] 
Kasr is preferred in the ^ of p [and ^ I ] (R), as IxLhZw I yi 
IX. 42. If we had been able (R, Jrb), v^^JUbT J XVIII. 
17. If thou hadst come suddenly, [and <jcjL3f ^| 
LXXIII. 3. above] (Jrb), according to the o.f, because 
there is no such inducement to Damm as there is in 
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the • of the pi : (6) the ^ of the pl % is sometimes assimi- 
lated to the j of such as p and ^ f , and is therefore 
pronounced with Kasr ; and similarly the ^ of such as 
p [and p ] is sometimes assimilated to the . of the pi, 
and is therefore pronounced with Damm (B) : [thus] 

jJilM \y^S *$) II. 238. [above] is read with Kasr of the 
; [of the pi] (K) : while lliiallT p IX. 42. [above].is 
read with Damm of the ^ [of p ], by assimilating it to 
the y (K, B) of the pron. (B) of the pi [masc] in 

^pjt fy^^i II. 88. T/ie^ wish for death (K), [and] in 
II. 15. [403] (B); and [similarly] ^JlV\ p XVIII. 17. 
[and JkslVJ LXXIII. 3. above] [K, B] : but both of 
these [variations] are rare (B) : (c) as for the ^ , which 
is the sign of the pron. [161, 402], it, when preceded 
by a letter pronounced with Fath, is pronounced with 
Kasr in [meeting] the conj. \ , as j^pf t5 i^f Dread 
thou the man said to a woman, because, since they 
make the vowel of the ^ homogeneous with the • , they 
make the vowel of the ^ homogeneous with the ^ , 
which is treated here as the ^ is treated there; while, if 

you treat it like [the ; in] JLUlf \ y ^j3 ^ II. 238. 
[above], you [still] pronounce with Kasr: so that in 
every case it is pronounced with Kasr : (d) the ^ in 
^IaL^c is [treated] like that in ^i^ ! , as ^iaJoJo ^x 
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JjT from the elect of God (S) : (c) in >ll£> [202, 663, 
666], because it is like the finals [201] (R) : (5) the 
allowability of Damm [for alliteration (Jrb)], and Fath. 
[for lightness, besides Kasr, according to the o.f (Jrb),] 

9 

in such [imps, and apocs.] as Sj Restore thou and 

$Ls p He did not restore, contrary to such as ^y^\ c>\ 
Restore thou the people, [where the double letter 
meets a quiescent after it, in which case Kasr is prefer- 
red (Jrb),] according to most (SH), because, if it were 

not incorporated, and j^M ooV\ [663] were said, Kasr 
would be necessary ; so that, when they incorporate, the 
second [ o ] retains its vowel (Jrb) : [or] because, since 
Kasr is allowable, on account of the concurrence of two 
quiescents in one word [ & \ ], and then a [second] concur- 
rence thereof in two words [ lyLlf c>\ ] supervenes, the 
cause of Kasr is strong ; and the allowable becomes 
necessary, on account of the strength of its cause (IY) : 

(a) some, [vid. the Banii Asad (M)J pronounce [it (IY, 
Jrb)] with Fath [with the art. (IY)], as pT\ J^lljf '£ 
[171] (M, Jrb), also related ^ with Kasr (Jrb); and as 
pJt vJ^aJt yd** [below] (M): and [Jrb affirms that] 
some pronounce with Damm [below], which is rare (Jrb) ; 

(b) [all of] this is when the aor. is [orig.] pronounced 
with Damm of the g (Jrb, MASH): but, if it be 
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pronounced with Fath or Kasr, then Kasr [is allowable], 
according to the o. f. ; and Fath, for lightness, and for 
alliteration [also] in the case of the [aor.] pronounced 
with Fath of the £ (MASH): (c) when the Banh 
Tamlm, and those who imitate them, incorporate, as we 
have mentioned [663], in such imps, and apocs. as these, 
they adopt [three] several methods [of mobilizing the 
second quiescent]: — (a) some pronounce it with Fath, 
as in (jAJbi I and scX-b £j [663], from regard to its being 
a v., in which it is more proper to avoid a permanent 
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Kasra; whereas in ^yUl £>£>J [above] the matter of the 
Kasra is softened by its being accidental: so that they* 
say 3Jo draw, {jaS- bite, and yc be might?/; and, accord- 
ing to them, the Fath of (j*L& is not for alliteration, 
otherwise they would say <X* with Damm, and y^ with 
Kasr : (b) some flee from Kasr to alliteration, as in Jujo 
[203, 663] ; so that they say <X* , (jd^ , a,nd Z&'; and; 
according to them, the Kasr in Lc is not because the 
[second] quiescent is [properly] mobilized with Kasr, 
otherwise Jkk and oJo also would be pronounced with 
Kasr : (c) some, vid. Ka'b and Ghani, keep all [three] 
pronounced with Kasr, which is the o.f. in annulling' 
[a concurrence of] two quiescents ; and, according to 
them, the Kasr in yc is not for alliteration, otherwise 

alliteration would take place in Juo and JdS also : (d) the' 
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Arabs, Hijazls and others, unite in adopting incorpora- 
te ' •* a' 

tion, together with Fath, in Jl* [189], because, p being 

compounded with li , they lighten it by the necessity 
for incorporation, and the necessity for Fath : (e) if this 
apoc. or imp. be contiguous to a quiescent after it, as 

llUj I c> I Restore thy son and fpd\ &ls SJ Thou didst not 
restore the people, then most of those who incorporate 
are agreed upon pronouncing it with Kasr, by analogy 
to the rest of what is quiescent before a quiescent like 

this, as in ipuli u y^\ Strike thou the people : (f) some 
of the Arabs leave it pronounced with Fath with this 
quiescent also : Y mentions that he heard them recite 

[above] (R), by Jarlr (IY, Jsh) Ibn 'Atfya atTamimr, 
addressing 'Ubaid Ibn Hu^ain an Numairl, the poet 
cognominated ArRa/l, Then lower the eye: verily 
thou art of Numair ; so that neither Kafb hast thou 
reached, nor Kildb (Jsh), with Fath of the ^ (R), as 
though, says F, they reduced it to the general rule [that 
Fath is allowable in such an imp., when not followed by 
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a quiescent], saying {jdt , and afterwards annexed the 
art. to it (IY) ; [i. e.J as though they mobilized it with 
Fath before the introduction of the art., and then did 
not alter it when the art. was put : (g) from none of 
them has .Damm [above] been heard before the quiescent : 
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IH [followed by Jrb], in the Commentary [on the SH], 
allows it ; but this is a mistake (R) : (6) the necessity 
for (a) Fath in such as liSj Restore thou her (SH), 
for affinity to the | (Jrb) : (a) the Arabs are all agreed 
upon the necessity for Fath when a 5 followed by an I 
is attached to this imp. or apoc. } as btjj [above], LgJL& 
Bite her, and uajuixl! Make her ready (R), because 
the 5 is faint (R, Jrb) ; so that the I , as it were, follows 
immediately after the [letter] incorporated into ; while 
the I is not preceded by any [vowel] but Fatha (R) : (b) 
Damm in such as *i>j Restore thou him, [for affinity to 
the • (Jrb),] according to the chastest [usage] ; while 
Kasr [in s5j (MASH)] is a weak dial, var., [heard by 
Akh from the Banil 'Ukail (MASH)] ; and Th is taxed 
with error in allowing Fath (SH) in such as 5 S J [below] 
(MASH) : (a) when the 5 denoting the sing. masc. is 
pronounced with Damm, all of them pronounce [the 
letter incorporated into] with Damm, as a 0! [above], 
La& Bite him, and 5tX*xJl| Make him ready, because 

the • [161], as it were, follows immediately after the 
[letter] incorporated into, since the & is faint, as though 

you said ^ol , y^S , and ^ i\xX* 1^ ; and the Datum in st>^ 

is not for alliteration to that [vowel] which precedes it, 

otherwise Ld^ and s JuO.lt would not be pronounced 

with I)amm (R) : (b) IH says " according to the chastest 
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'[usage] " because it is not necessary that the vowel 
preceding the * should be homogeneous with it ; and, 
for this reason, the [dialectic] variation [above mention- 
ed] occurs here ( Jrb) : (c) Kasr of the [letter] incorpor- 
ated into occurs in one dial,, because, when that letter 
is pronounced with Kasr, the 5 also is pronounced with 
Kasr, by alliteration to it, as is the custom of the s in 

xj and **&£ [161], so that the ^ is converted into ^ ; 
whereas, if the 5 retained its original vowel, Kasr would 
be disliked, because the quiescent ^ would, as it were, 
follow the Kasra, without separation, since the 5 is faint : 
(d) Th in the Fasih, without [the authority of] any 
hearsay, allows Fath of the [letter] incorporated into, 
notwithstanding the occurrence of the * of the 3rd pers. 

[sing, masc] after it, as so; [above], \Ai. , and ajutzl f : 
but many pronounce this to be an error ; though analogy 
does not forbid it, because the occurrence of the quiescent 
. after Fatha is not uncommon, as in Jy> saying and J Lb 
superiority (R) : (c) Fath in the ^ of J^o w T ith the J 

[of determination (Jrb)], as J^*1H ^ from the man, 
Kasr being weak; contrary to djJl ^ from thy son 
[666, 669] (SH), where Fath is weak (Jrb). 

§. 665. Some of the Arabs dislike the concurrence 

of two quiescents in every case, even if they satisfy the 

condition on which a combination of two quiescents is 
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allowable, as in }£\o beast and &|l& lass (IY). Mobili- 
zation of the first quiescent occurs in two pardonable 
[663] sorts of concurrence of two quiescents, because of 
their dislike to the concurrence of two quiescents, unres- 
trictedly : — (1) where the quiescence of the second is on 
account of pause, and the first is not a letter of softness, 
as in j yl& ^^L^ 'Amr came to me and *tl5u ^wo 
I passed by ''Amr, in which case the first is mobilized 
with the vowel of the second, [as . 1U and . Lju , ] 
because it must have a light vowel, as we mentioned [663] 
at the beginning of the chapter ; and therefore to mobilize 
it with a vowel that was [orig.] expressed, and whose 
elision was then intended for an indication of a meaning, 
[vid. completion of the purport of the speech,] is more 
appropriate : (a) if the second quiescent be the * of the 
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masc. [648], as in xj^of strike htm, &JUo , and atfjl^ , 
the vowel of the 5 may be transferred to the preceding 
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quiescent, asw^ol [641], *jlo , and xx>yo ; but some of 
the Banu Tamim, vid. the Banii 'Adl, elide the vowel 
of the 5 , and mobilize the first [quiescent] with Kasr, 

as *Ajli [641] and xj'tX^I She took him, as you say 
Hlliif vsaj^ The woman struck [607]: (2) when the 
second quiescent is incorporated, and the first is an \ 
[below], as in I. 7. [663], in which case the I is converted 
into a Hamza [683] pronounced with Fath, as in the 
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anomalous reading ^'LfJl Sj I. 7. [539, 656] transmit- 
ted from Ayyub es Sikhtiyanl ; and in Su|o [641,656] 
and So Li transmitted from him by AZ, who cites 

[677] (R) marvel! Assuredly I have seen a marvel, 
a woodlouse driving a hare, putting a halter upon 
her, attaching a nose-rein to her, in order that she might 
go. Then said I " Ze£ me Wde behind ", and he said 
a Welcome!" (MAR), i. e., LjxK , the I being; convert- 
ed [by poetic license ( Jh)] into a Hamza pronounced 
with Fath, since the metre of the verse would not be 
correct with I , by reason of the combination of the two 
quiescents ; and in the reading of [HB and (K)] 'Amr 
Ibn 'Ubaid ^U ^5 JLSt ^SS ^ Jill $ j^^i LV. 39. 
Then, on that day, man shall not be questioned about 
his sin, nor spirits, reported by AZ : (a) Mb says, I said 
to Mz " Dost thou take that as a precedent ? " ; and he 
said " No, nor do I accept it " : (b) Z and IH hold that 
the I is made into a Hamza pronounced with Fath for 
an escape from the concurrence of two quiescents : (c) it 
may, however, be, said that the conversion of the I in 
such as iu I o into Hamza is not for an escape from the 
concurrence of two quiescents, but is like what is [found] 
in jJUJ| and^UJl [683] ; and that, since they convert it 

i 
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into a quiescent Hamza, which cannot be followed by a 
quiescent, as the I can be, the first of the two quiescents 
is mobilized, as is the general rule [664], except that it 
is pronounced with Fath, because Fatha proceeds from 
the eame outlet [732] as the subst. and its original, i. e., 
the Hamza and the I , because both are from the throat : 
(d) if the I have an o. f mobile with any vowel, the 
Hamza is mobilized with that vowel, as in the saying 
[of the Rajiz ( Jh)} 

iJiZz&J] \Jjy& <^£Va£> tXiii !vlo ^ OS-Pi viJL>t>^jJG i^fi 7|t> U 

(R) abode of Mayya ( a woman's name) in the low- 
lying sands, sands mixed with stones and earthy 
(give me) patience, \JLo being governed in the ace. 
by a v. understood, i, e. t J*** ^^kt I , while Jh has the' 

version Liui God send thee rain [41], for thou hast 
excited the yearning of the y earner (MAR), where, 
says S, he pronounces with Hamza [by poetic license 
(Jh)] what should not be pronounced with Hamza (Jh, 
MAR) : (e) when the first of the two quiescents in this 
cat. is an f [above], one escapes from the concurrence of 
two quiescents by converting it into a mobile Hamza ; 

but not when it is a ^ , as in Oy*2 [663] and ^woUf 
XXXIX. 64. Do ye bid me ?, [with incorporation of 
the ^ (K)] ; or a ^ , as in a^j* [ 2 ^4] and 2L*i!>^ [663] : t 
because of the frequency of the [concurrence of] two 
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quiescents when the first of them is an I , not when it is 
a . or (5 (R) : (f ) they do not alter the y in XXXIX. 64. 
[above], because, [says Jrb,] the Hamza is remote from it ; 
and because, [if .3 ^ wo LS were saidj the Damm upon the 
Hamza, together with what precedes it, would be heavy 
(Jrb) : (g) J?)f°& is read in XXXIX. 64. [by Ibn 
'Amir, with the two ^ s displayed (B)], according to 
the o.f. ; and ^yfk> [by Nafi' (B)] f with elision of the 
[second (B)] (K, B), which is often elided [170, 405] 
(B). 

§. 666. The <j of £yt , (1) when the J of determin- 
ation [599] is conjoined with it, is most commonly 
pronounced with Fath, because the J of determination 
frequently occurs after ^x> , and the succession of two 
Kasras is deemed heavy when frequent : (a) that [Fath] 
is not because the vowel of the [conj.] Hamza [in J I ] 
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is transferred [to the <j ], otherwise J^J! Ji [663] 
would be allowable : (b) Ks says that they pronounce 

[the ,j] with Fath in such as J^Iff^ [664] because 

Jjjo is orig. lL? , but he produces no argument in [support 

of] it ; and this is as he says that IT is orig. \^S : (2) 
when a quiescent other than the J of determination 
follows immediately after it, is commonly pronounced 
with Kasr, according to the o. f. } as viLuT ^ [664, 669], 
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the [succession of j two Kasras not being heeded, from 
rarity of usage (R). But [S says that (R)] some chaste 
speakers pronounce [the ^ (R)] with Fath (S, R) with 
[a quiescent] other than the J of determination (MAR), 
to escape from the [succession of] two Kasras (R) ; so 

that they say vdUuT ^ , treating it like ^^kll H ^from 

the Muslims (S). And [they assert that (S)] some of 
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the Arabs [also (R) say &JLM ^ from God ; so that they 
(S)] pronounce it with Kasr, [which is not common, with 
the J of determination (R), treating it (S)] according to 
the o. f. (S, R) ; and do not heed the [succession of] two 
Kasras, because the second i& accidental. They keep 
also to Fath of [the final in] ^T [206, 321, 663] and 
uL^[207, 321, 663], in order to escape from the combin- 
ation of two likes, i. e., the ^ and Kasra, [which would 
ensue] if they pronounced with Kasr, according to the 
o.f. ; and because Damma after the ^ , if they pro- 

nounced with Damm, would be heavy. But &1L \ 202, 
663, 664] deviates from that [rule] : for they allow [the 
final in] it to be pronounced with (1) Damm, in the, 
chastest, best -known [usage] ; (2) Fath, according to the 
rule mentioned [for <jJl and uJS"\ ; (3) Kasr, which is 
weak : though the last two [pronunciations] are rare. 
The reason for Damm has been mentioned before [664] : 
and, as for Kasr, it is [allowable] according to the o. f. ; 

- 
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although it varies from the rule mentioned, since the 
first [quiescent] is a & (R). But J^i is [pronounced 
with Kasrofits^ (R),] according to the o.f (Sti), 
with whatever quiescent it be [conjoined], since two 
Kasras are not combined in it, as in ^ [above] (R). 

And J4^r" &* from the man, [quoted by Akh (R)] 
with Damm, is weak (SH) ; and, says he, is bad (R). 
He likens it to their saying 1^ ll*s\ JJ X. 101. [664] 
(IY, R) and ^T ',T LXXIII. 3. [664, 668] (IY), 
meaning that the ^ is mobilized with Damm for alliter- 
ation to the Damma of the — , the incorporated , not 

being taken into account, [so that jJLLl T ^S is redu- 
cible to Jk^sJ I ^jl ] : but this [explanation] is weak, 
because Damm is not allowable in VI. 57. [664], not- 
withstanding the Damma after the second quiescent, 
without separation. If, then, this quotation were correct, 
it should not be copied in any other [phrase] ; and, even 
if it were copied, such copying would be allowable only 
in what is like it, vid. where the [second] quiescent is 
followed by [a letter pronounced with] Damm, as in 
jvJGsnJI yp£. from the judgment; or by a letter [inter- 
posed] between them, as in iV«n*.H ,jx. from the upper 
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arm (R). But J^ II T ^ with Fath, for alliteration, is 
not allowable, hecause alliteration is not an o. f. ; but is 
found only in what has come down from them, and is 
not to be copied ( Jib). 






CHAPTER VI I. 

THE PREDTCAMENT OF THE INITIALS 
OF WORDS> 

§. 667. It is common to the three kinds [625] (M), 
the n., the v., and the p. } because each of them may be 

inceptive [658], as ^3 U jJJ [24], dS) ^3 [20], and 

J5t£ ljL>) ol [517] (IY). One begins only with a 
mobile, as one pauses only upon a quiescent (SH). The 
inceptive letter is only mobile (IY, Jrb), because the 
articulate [quiescent] letter is supported either, like the 
* of jj*A 'Amr, upon a neighbouring vowel ; or, like the 
o of Sufo and the ^ of *JJ^±> [663], upon a preceding 
letter of softness, which serves instead of a vowel : and > 
when these supports are missing, speech is impracticable. 
The proof thereof is experience ; and whoever denies 
that denies what is visible to the eye, and disputes what 
is perceptible by the senses. Some allow beginning 
with a quiescent, because the utterance of the vowel 
comes to pass only after the utterance of the consonant, 
and to make a thing depend upon what comes to pass 
after it is absurd. But the answer is a denial [of 
the assertion] that the vowel is [uttered] after the 
consonant ; nay, the vowel is [uttered simultaneously] 

with it (Jrb). Most [authorities] hold that beginning 
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with a quiescent is impracticable [368, 640, 663, 668] ; 
but IJ takes the view that it is difficult, not impractic- 
able, saying that it occurs in Persian [663], as lz& camel 
and llxJL saddle-ornaments. Apparently, however, it 
is impossible ; and beginning with a mobile is unavoid- 
able : but, since that mobile in such as Jx& and l\xL is 
extremely faint, the word is thought to begin with a 
quiescent ; whereas it is supported, before that quiescent, 
upon a letter approximate to Hamza, pronounced with 
Kasr. As for pausing upon a mobile, it is not impossi- 
ble. By " pausing" we do not mean the technical 
" pause ", which is only upon the quiescent, or its like, 
vid. that [letter] whose vowel is pronounced with Haum 
[640] ; but we mean " quiescence " and " ending " (K). 
The initials of words are generally mobile (M, R). But 
some of them occur quiescent (M), except that they 
prefix the conj. Hamza [668] as a means of effecting the 
articulation of the quiescent (IY). It being obvious 
that beginning is not possible, except with a mobile, if 
the initial of the word be mobile, the matter is plain ; 
but, if it be quiescent, it needs the conj . Hamza (Jrb). 
That [quiescence of the initial] is [found] in (1) ns., 
[which are ( Jrb)] of two kinds (M, Jrb), (a) confined to 
hearsay (Jrb), vid. [ten (IY, Jrb) non-inf. (M)] ns., 
[limited in number (IY),] i. e., ^jJl $on, &u°f daughter^ 
l^ol [i. q. ^j| (Jrb)], <jU3f two [masc], ^UaSI two 
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[fern.], •>*! man, Sl^c! woman^ *-wl name, c^wl r^rnp or 

cmws, and aJLJ t ^^j! GWs blessing (M, Jrb) or &JU! jwl 
[651] (M) : (b) regular (Jrb), vid. the z'ti/. ns. of the 
[eight (IY), or rather twelve,] vs. whose [initial (M)] I s 
[in the pret. (Jrb)] are followed by four or more 
(M, Jrb) letters [668], as (a) fc£ I [332, 482] (M), like 
<jiiJ[ [668] (IY); Jixi] (M), like ^dJclj had power 
[483, 668, 671] ; and JJii I , like *SL \ ; these three being 
of one measure and one paradigm (IY) : (b) Joiiiw I [332, 
482] (M), like ^}^^\ [332, 432, 493, 668] ; JJUii I , 
like yUoaS-J [432, 496] ; ^Jjlii J , like «L£l£il [496] ; 
Jyul like ^Yf^S [482, 494]; and J^coti! , like ^^c^t 
[494]; these five also being of one paradigm, [to which 
belong three more formations, whose inf. ns. are men- 
tioned below, vid. JJj*sl , like ^S>°yl\ (482); ^Iliil , 
like JtiSJL^ (482, 483); 'and JUluil , like jU^C^t (495, 
496, 668) : (c) JU& I , like Jiiil (495), which is a differ- 
ent paradigm] : (a) as for the first three, their initial is 
made quiescent, because, if they did not do that, more 
than three mobiles would be combined in one word ; 
and, as for the following five [or rather nine], it is as 
though, having added a letter to them, they disliked the 
multiplicity of consonants, and the multiplicity of 
vowels, and therefore made their initial quiescent : and, 
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since that is necessary in these vs., they have recourse 
to it in their inf. ns, (IY) : ( Q ) they are eleven [or 
rather twelve] formations, [the first ten being augmented 
trils., and the last two augmented quads.] (Jrb, Tsr, 
MASH):— you say (M) JlIiM [332], Jlla I [, [ j&Jf 
(Jrb, Tsr, MASH),] Jlii^l (M, Jib, Tsr, MASH), 
jllxl I (Tsr, MASH), J1a*1 ? , jl £J I , JUa*I t , [j&uJ f 
MASH), OLuil (Tsr, MASH), jil*i! (Jrb, Tsr),] 
and ji*ij (Jrb, Tsr, MASH), as JliaSl, [;l^j 
(IY),] j£i» , ^/^j , [^Lll*i-! (IY, Tsr), Z,\'*^k\ 
(IY), ilj^l (IY, Jrb),] ^liu^Xj (IY, Jrb, Tsr), • 
[._ Issued I ,] % UluL« I (Tsr), -.l^jya. I , and^ |C*A* I (Jrb, 
Tsr) : ( r ) hence ^'iLj [757], «n/l n. £ll| [332] ; Jsllf , 
in/. ?i. JLslSI ; and lyfTlol TAe?/ overtook one another, 
in/*, n. J \ I <> I ; where the initial is quiescent, because 

they incorporate the ^ of J^IjjS' into what follows it 
(IY) : (2) vs. (M, Jrb), (a) of this class (M), i. e., the 
vs. of those inf. ns. belonging to the eleven [or rather 
twelve] formations, [or to the cat. of vAM , ] whether 
such vs. be in the pret n as (jjlkj I departed [above] ; or 
imp.) as (Jiki I depart [668] (Jrb) : (b) the paradigms 
of the imp. [of the 2nd pers. (M)] in the [unaugmented 
(M)] tril. (M, Jrb), as £ J&\ strike and JU*°*\ go [428, 
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668] (M), when neither the ^i nor the £ of its aor. is 
unsound ; for, if either of them be unsound, the conj. 

Hamza is not needed, as <Xe promise and <JJ> say [428, 
668] (Jrb) : (3) ps., the J of determination [599], and its 
p [599, 687] (M, Jrb) in the dial, of Tayyi (M). The 
initial of the word is not quiescent, in a regular way, 
except in vs., and what is connected [330] with them, 
vid. inf. 71$., because vs. have much plasticity, and are 
the principal subjects of [euphonic] transformation [697], 
such as conversion, elision, and transfer of the vowel; so 
that it is allowable, in their case, to make the initial 
quiescent. But that does not occur in the pure n., 
except a few irregular ns. vid. the ten [668] mentioned 
[above] ; nor in the p., except the J and * of determina- 
tion. The Hamza in the ten ns. is a compensation for 
that infirmity which affects them, since they are trils., 
weak in constitution, their J s having been elided as 
forgotten, or virtually elided, which is an infirmity 
upon an infirmity, because the elided as forgotten is like 
the non-existent. But it is not necessary, in the whole 
of the trils. whose J is elided, that the Hamza should 

be substituted for it, as you see in <\L morrow [153, 
275], Jo [231, 260, 275, 306], and y> vulva [275, 306]. 
Since, then, these [ten] ns. are afflicted with transforma- 
tion, which ought to be in the v. } they resemble vs.; so 
that the conj. Hamza [668] is prefixed to them, as a 
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compensation for the [ J- actually or virtually] elided, as 
is proved by the fact tliat the two are not combined in' 

such as ^4] and Jy£ [306]. The finals of JI? I [16, 306],' 
y'Jo\ [16, 306], and J^| [650], are not [actually] 1 elided, 
the * in IjJ I being a subst. [687] for the J', i. e., the ^ , 
[which is therefore like the expressed]. But, since the 

vowel of the <j and the^ , in Lxj | and ^Lof respectively, - 
is an alliteration to the vowel of inflection [on the letter] r 
after them, they become like the letter of ■ inflection, [so 
that the finals are virtually elided] (R)i The ; * of ^j»V 
is, [however, sometimes said to be (R)] aug. } [for corro- 
boration and intensiveness (Jrb, Tsr)/] as in Is It (R % , 
Jrb, Tsr) and jLgi*i [below], the J being [actually] elided* 
And, as for Juf J^f [650], since the <j is often elided;; 
as aJjT^l [651], and the oath is the position of abbrevi-' 
ation, the expressed ^ becomes like the non-existent, 
[so that it too is virtually elided] (R). The o. f. of ^jl\ 
[275, 277] is [ *J1 or (KF)] Jg (IY, R, Jrb, A, Fk), ( 
[since] the measure of ^j I is [oWg.] . &xi with two 
Fathas (Tsr), like pspen (A), with Fath of the o and.g- 
(IY,R, Fk), because its [broken (Jrb, Fk)]#?. is tX&h, 
[307] (IY, R, Jrb, Fk), upon the measure of j U*! (Fk), 
as *JU \tXll\^S V. 21. PFe are *7te sows oj God and - 
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pjj jU- jT'tLbl If&y* [28] (I Y), Jliif beiDg regular in 
Jii (R, Jrb) with Fath of the £ , like jl^T [237] ; and 

Go/ G o s 

[not] in Joti quiescent in the c , [except] when Joti is 
hollow [237], like ijlpf and «L U^T [242]; while slllf 
may not be like J Us I pi. of Jub* [237], nor like p I je=* I pi. 
of^j^^r^Tife, because £>y^ indicates Fath of [the \J 
in] its singr. [307] (R), for which reason they say in the 
rel. n. £ yu [306], with Fath of its o (IY). The proof 
of the Fath of the vj is its pi. £>yb and its rel. n. Jryo , 
with Fath thereof (A) in the pi. and the rel. n. 
"But," says the author of the Msb, "its o. f. is said 
[by some] to be .Jo , with Kasr of the ^ , like ji^ load, 

G © 

as is proved by v^jl? daughter [234, 263, 277, 307, 689], 
the alteration, according to this saying, being small; 
and the smallness of the alteration being evidence of 
originality ", meaning "the alteration" of *LL (Sn). 
And the proof of the mobilization of the c is its pi. 
* Lb f [above], J Ui I being pi. of Jjti with mobilization of 
the £ ; while the proof of the vowel's being Fatha is 
that J Ui I is more frequent in [the pi. of] the [ Joii } 
pronounced with Fath of the g than in [the pi. of] the 

G 9 s Gs*o:£ 

[ Jul* ] pronounced with Damm of the g , like o Ug,c I pi. 

Sis G ^o S 

of cX^& upper arm, or with Kasr of it, like i>L$"l pi. of 
<Lr Ziwr [237] (A). Its J [below] is elided (Jrb, Tsr, 
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Fk), for lightness (Fk) ; and its o made quiescent (Jrb, 
Fk), in order that the Hamza may be [put as] a com- 
pensation for the elided (Fk); and [then (Fk)] the 
Hamza is prefixed (Jrb, Fk) to it (Fk), in order to* 
accomplish the articulation of the quiescent (Fk). The 
[elided (IY)] J is [said to be (Tsr)] (1) a , (IY, R, A, 
Tsr), which is collect (Tsr), not a & [below] (A), (a) 
because the J of those ns. in which the J is elided, [and 
the Hamza made a compensation for it (Tsr),] is a ^ (A, 
Tsr), in most cases (A), [i. e.] in the case of all but 
[ ^Llj t , ^ Ucli* t , and] v^Ll I [below] (Tsr), not a & (A) ; 
(b) because they say in the fern, oub [above] (IY, R, A), 
substituting the v^> for its J (IY, A), and substitution 
of the \^> for the ^ is more frequent than for the ^ [689} 
(IY, R, A) ; (c) because of [their saying (A)] Hyu 
sonship [below] (R, A), while iyXi youthfulness [243] 
from Jib a youth is irregular (R) : (2) a & (A, Tsr), as 
ISh reports to be held by some, who derive ^ I from 
&3|lcL ,Jb He went in to his wife, aor. (S Xju (A), 
because the son is the effect of the father's going in to 

9 O xx 

the mother (Sn) ; [or] from v^juo / built, because the 
son is built upon the father, as the wall is built upon 
the foundation (Tsr). But there is no evidence in SyL> 
[above], because of Sya , which is from the & (IY, A), 
since they say ^ux* in the du. [229, 326], and &oci and 
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^ Lai in the pi. [243, 246, 257] (IY). And Zj allows 
both the modes [of representing the J ] (A). The o. f. 
of sill [below] is Syl [234] (R, Jrb, Fk, Sn), like Sj^ui 
tree (Jrb, Fk), because it is fern, of ^ t (B, Jrb, Fk) ; 
and its predicament is [like] that of ^ I (Jrb). As for 
Lot [above], it is ^j I augmented by the ^ [668] for 
intensiveness (IY, A, Fk) and corroboration (IY), as 
in Isy* intensely blue (IY, A) and p-gJuL big in the 
rump [671, 676] .(IY). It has been heard (Fk), as 

(IY, A, YS), by AlMutalammis, And have I any 
mother other than her % if I mention her% God forbid 
but that I should be a son to her! (MN); and is 
therefore to be remembered, but not copied (Fk). 
The r is not a subst. for the J (IY, Jrb, A, Tsr, Fk) of 
the word (IY, Jrb, Tsr), as [it is for the g (Fk)] in 1* 
[16, 275, 278, 306, 687] (IY, Jrb, Fk), because that 
would require the Hamza to be dropped (Fk) : lor, if 
the * were a subst. for the J , [it would virtually be the 
J ; and (IY)] the J would be like the expressed, so that 
[prefixion of (IY)] the conj. Hamza would be unneces- 
sary (IY, Jrb, A, Tsr), since it is [prefixed as] a. 
compensatioa [for the J ] (Fk). The o.f. of ^liSf [16, 

313, 314] is llrt (IY, R, Jrb, A, Tsr, Fk), with Fath 

109 a 
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of the o and £ (A), like ^ llxj [above] (R), ( 1 ) because 

it is from ouyo [313] IY, A, Fk), an explanation of the 
reason for the J 's being a ^5 (Sn) : (2) because they 

say in its rel. n. ^^Zj [295] (R, Jrb, A, Tsr), with two 
Fathas (Jrb, Tsr, Sn), an explanation of the reason for 
the Fath of the o and g (Sn) ; whereas, if the & were 
pronounced with Damm or Kasr, that would appear in 
the rel. n. ; and, if the g were quiescent, they would say 
^aJu with quiescence, like ^ib [302} (Jrb) : but this is 
open to the objection that their saying <^yo does not 
prevent quiescence of the g in the 0. /., because, in the 

rel. n. of pJLl [below], you say &yJL [306], with Fath of 

the o and g , according to the correct [opinion as to 

Fath of the g , when or^. quiescent, in such ns.] (Sn). 

The J is elided, the o made quiescent, and the \conj. 

(Tsr, Fk)] Hamza put (Jrb, A, Tsr, Fk). And the 

0. f. of ^LxlSj [below] is ^IjujiS (Jrb, Tsr, Fk, Sn), like 

^GCfiJfc *u>o frees (Jrb, Tsr, Fk). The 0. /. of^pl 

[and sfoj (below) (Fk, Sn)] is *Ji (A, Fk) and Ufa 

(Fk, Sn), which are another dial. var.(Fk). .lol is a 

complete n., nothing being elided from it, except that, 

since its Hamza [in the 0. /. >lo] may be elided by 

transfer of its vowel to the quiescent [ , ] before it with 

the ar£. [below], as yj\ the man, they transform it 
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because of that, and from frequency of usage. And 

S I yo\ is •lie! with the addition of the S (Tsr). Their initial 

is made quiescent, and then the conj. Hamza is added 
to them, although they are of three letters, because 
their J is a Hamza, and they are subject to abbreviation* 

as yx and a*-* [658]; so that they are treated like ,jo! 

and S-ol [above] (Fk). For &Lc is abbreviated by 

transfer of the vowel of the Hamza to the s ; then the 
Hamza is elided, and the conj. Hamza put as a compen- 
sation therefor,* [the * being made quiescent, as in its 
congeners (Sn)] ; and afterwards, upon restoration of the 
[final] Hamza, the conj. Hamza is retained, because alle- 
viation [658] of the Hamza [which is the J , by transfer 
of its vowel to the quiescent before it with the art., as 
in the Tsr (above), and then by elision of it (Sn),] is 
always permissible, so that the expected [alleviation 
(Sn)] is treated like the occurring. As for the ferns, of 

^1^ [above], u U3j , and ^Lo\ , [i. e., iloj , ,jUol , and 

Sl^ol (Sn),] the discourse on them is like the discourse on 

their mascs. ,[668] : and the 5 in xL°| and <jliull is for 

femininization [263], like the 3 of s t ^c t [264] ; contrary to 

the o in v^jo and ,jUuS [277, 295, 307], which is a subst. 

for the J of the word [689] (A). The o. f. of £1 1 [275, 

277, 306] is, (1) [according to the BB (Jrb, Tsr, Fk),] 
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yn« (IY^ R, Jrb, A, Tsr, Fk), upon the measure of Jjti , 

So 

with Kasr of the vj (IY), as S says (IY, A), like yJJ 

Go ) 

bunch of dates (Jrb, A, Fk), or y+w , [as is said (A),] 
like Jus (R, A), as is proved by their also saying ^ 
without a conj. Hamza, whence 

(R), by Ru'ba Ibn Al'Ajjaj (N), % *Ae ^ame of Him 
whose Name is in every chapter of the Kur'an, they 
(the camels) have arrived upon a path that they know, 
He [the herdsman (MAR)] has turned loose among 
them a nine-year-old he-camel, that he reserves for 
covering ; and he (the nine-year-old) will follow with 
them a path that he knows, because he is accustomed to 
that work (N, MAR), i. e., covering (N), related by 
AZ, says AHS in the commentary on the M, with Kasr 
and Damm of the ^ (MAR), meaning &♦**! (AZ) : [and 
by other evidence also,] because its [broken (Fk)] pi. is 

%LjL\ (Fk, Sn), %l^l\ being a pi, for these two mea- 
sures, like £ 0^ ,pl. £ 5 <X^ I > and && , pi. J Us | [above] 
(Jh) ; and its dim. is £U> [277] (Fk, Sn) ; and its v. 
is o^a-i^u I named LbelowJ ; orig. ^U^f, y^** , and 
v^J^i , where the canons of etymology require conversion 
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of the, into Harnza in the first [683), and into ,. in 
the two l., t [685, m> n7] {Sn) ; whereas _ jf ;ts ^ ^. 

w«e ^ , fas the EK say (S„)J ifa p! . would be •,_- .J 
•od it, *. . £; , [and ite , ^ the ^.J 

of mversron [below] being improbaUe (y g ; 

phraseology necessarily implies that its o.,. h not said 
by anybody to be £ with Path of the ^ , tie reason 
herngttat^ wieh Fatb does ^ form , 

W(8»)=(b, it is derived from C. I** 

whroh, but for the na me , would be obsoure (R) .J 

—™ is £| (Jh, ln tbe [letter] gMe froa . ( ^ 

"■MJhMdJitsJ^T^p llft( ' 

elided (IY, Jrb, A Tsr pn r . ' {iY ' JA )-' s 
■ -, , ... ' Fk) ' f ° r i, « hta ^ (IY, A), as 

Itn^ ", J Cab ° re] (IY) ' "— ' "» °'«° of 

(So) ; or, as is said U 1th P " ma,T ' C ° nStitUtion 

feed to the „ 1 ^ a.T"™ 8 ° f ^ ' " traDS " 
of those vo^ 2 n' ^ £"~ f"- — n 
[00"/ (Jrb)l Ham ^ [thea WJ «» 

beginning JJf ." ** (J * ^ ^ *> « «■ 

-^on: ft t;; r;.r (A r p,is ^ [fe 
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reason they do not combine the two, [i. e., the J and the 
Hamza (Sn),] but express one of them, saying in its 
rel. n. c5+ ^] or iJi^m* [306] (A), with Kasr or Damm of , 
the iju , and, in either case, with Fath, though some 
allow quiescence, of the * (Sn) : (e) others than S trans- 

O 9 

mit **<i [668] with Damm of the conj. Hamza (R) ; (2) 

G o 

according to the ELK, ^5 (R, Jrb, A r Tsr, YS), with 
Fath of the y (YS), meaning &*&£ mark (Jrb), because 
the name is [like (R)] a mark upon the named (R> 
Jib, A) : (a) its vj is elided (R, Tsr) ; and the c remains 
quiescent, so that the conj. Hamza is put (R) : [or] it is 
inverted, its o being put last, after the J ; and its 
variations occur in accordance with that (A) : (b) accord- 
ing to what they say, there is no precedent far it, since 
one does not elide the \J , and put the conj. Hamza ; 
and, though, as respects the sense, what they say is 
more probable than the saying of the BB, because the 
name is very like the mark t still its variations, vid. the 

B ' 9 ~<* * 

dim. and broken pl.> like ^w and %[^J,\ [above], and 
others, like {S ^^ namesake on the measure of UuXs* 

confederate, and cu*mo' / was named and 004^ 
[above], refute that; unless they say that the n. is 
inverted by putting the vj into the position of the J , 
when they intend to lighten the ?^. by elision, since the 
[usual] position of elision is the J ; and that then the ^ 
is elided as forgotten ; but is restored in its variations > 
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vid. the dim., broken pL, etc., in the position of the J , 
since it was elided in that place (R) : (c) the preferable 

Go . G ' ' 

opinion is the first (Jrb). As for v^-u f , it is orig. &Zw 
(IY, R, Jrb, A, Tsr, Fk), upon the measure of Jii (IY), 
with Fath of its first and second (Tsr, Fk), like J^ 
he-camel (Jrb, Tsr) ; and is curtailed of the J , i e., the 
* (IY), as is proved by (I) [its pi. (IY, Jrb, Fk)] «t£If 
[260] (IY, R, Jrb, A, Fk), which may not be like jGst 
and g! 0^\ [above], because of the rel. n. {S ^xL [306] 
(R); (2) [its dim. (IY, Fk)] l^L [275, 277] (IY, A, 
Fk); (3) their saying yj+& ^ys aa^l Ju\ Zaid is bigger 

in the rump than ( Amr (A). Its J , i. e., the » , is 
elided ; its initial is made quiescent ; and the Hamza is 
put (A, YS), because of what has been mentioned [under 

c G 

jJL\ ] (A). And it has two other dial, vars., zJL [275, 
306], with elision of the £ , its measure being Jj ; and 
vsa^w , with elision of the J , its measure being ii (A , 

YS). The proof that the o. f. is ao^ , with Fath of the 
vj , is the Fath thereof in these two dial. vars. ; and 
the proof of the mobilization, and Fath, of the c is what 
has been mentioned under ^1 [above]. And, as for 

the ^J| [650] peculiar to the oath, [which is a n. so 
constituted, with Damm of the * and ^ , for the oath 
(Jh),] its ! is conj. according to the BB, but disj. 

■ 
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according to the KK, because, according to them, it is 
pi of ,jj^> oath ; whereas, according to S [and the other 
BB (Sn)], it is a sing. n. from ^^j , 1. e., a o blessing 
(A). The BB hold that [the pre. rc. in] JjfJ^f 
[650] is a n'n#., upon the measure of Juiil [372], upon 
which the sing, does sometimes occur, like JJ\ [256/ 
628] anddb7[255, 256], as in the tradition iXlT<jJo 
vibitl 2uj6! ,-i v-^-o &Lo Jt Whoso listeneth to a 
singing female slave, into his two ears shall lead be 
poured (Jrb). And, since its ^ is elided, as xJllf LI \ 
[651], they put the Hamza at its beginning as a com- 
pensation for the ,j ; but, when they restore the <j , they 
do not elide the Hamza, because the ^ has a tendency 
to elision (A). It has twelve dial. vars. [650, 651, 
653], collected by IM in these two [mnemonic] verses 

TAe Hamza of (1, 2) ^1 a?uZ (3, 4) J^J [with Damm 
of the * (YS, Sn) in both (Sn)] then pronounce thou 
with Fath and Kasr ; or say (5) 1 1 [with Kasr of the 

9 

Hamza, and Damm of the * (Sn)] ; or say (6-8) jl or 
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(9-11) ^o [with Damm of the ^ , and (Sn)] with triple 

vocalization [of the * (Sn), referring to ^ and ^ (YS, 

Sn)], when it is /vanished with diacritical mark ; 

and (12) ^st [with Kasr of the Hamza, and Fath of 

the * (YS, Sn),] do thou finish off with : and postfix 

jj 
&JJf everywhere to it in an, oath — * so wilt thou 

exhaust what has been transmitted (A, Fk). The 

result is that, if the Haniza of ^^ I be pronounced with 

Fath, the * must be pronounced with Damm [below] ; 

but, if the Hamza [of l$+±\ ] be pronounced with Kasr, 
the .» may be pronounced with Damm or Fath (YS, 
Sn). So in YS on the Fk, with some addition (Sn) ; 
and [YS adds that] our exposition of these two verses 
is what is indicated by the language of IM's son [BD] 
in the C (YS). But our Master, the Sayyid, [says 

Sn,] transmits (13) If with Fath of the Hamza, and 

Damm of the r [651, 668]; and (14) ^f with Fath of 

the Hamza and ^ , instead of ,^+j I with Kasr of the 

Hamza, and Fath of the * [above]. And, according to 
this, the * need not be pronounced with Damm [above] 

in the ^^*->l pronounced withJFath of the Hamza. From 

that aggregate, fourteen dial. vars. result (Sn). It is 

mentioned in the FB that they are twenty-two : and 

that is imported by the language of the KF, the text of 

110a 
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which is "And [the pre. n. in] (1-4) zli\ ^1\ and 
*JU f Jj | , the initial in both of which is also pronounced 
with Kasr; and (5, 6) JuT^^>f with Fath of the * and 
Hamza, [the latter of] which is also pronounced with 
Kasr ; and (7) «JU| ^ f with Kasr of the Hamza and ^ ; 
[the ! (in all) of which is said to be a conj. I (KF) :] and 
(8) *Ijf (4°^ w ^h Fath of the s , and Damm of the * ; 

Jb «> '^ 

and (9-11) &JU1 *| with triple vocalization of the * ; and 
(12, 13) &JJ I |» I with Kasr of the Hamza, and Damm or 

Jb -o 9 

Fath of the * ; and (14) &JU! ^ with Pamm of the * , 
and Kasr of the ^ ; and (15-17) «JLf t Jjjo with triple 

ill *o s 

vocalization of the * and ^ ; and (18-20) «JJ I j* with 
triple vocalization ; and (21, 22) aJJl £3 and *JJt ,jJjJ ; 
is a n. constituted for [use in] the oath, the full phrase 

being (5 4^3 a-Uf J^l Crops' blessing is mine oath" 
(YS). The summary [of the foregoing observations on 
the compensatory character of the conj. Hamzas in these 
ten ns.'] is that these Hamzas are a compensation for (1) 

a J [elided], (a) a ^ , vid. ia £J\ , aLo I , ^ I , [and p£| -]-; 

(b) a ^ , vid. in ^uS*l and ^UxSt ; (c) sound, i. e., a a', 

vid. in v^JLt : (2) an imaginary elision, vid. in ^lol and 
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SI Lei : (3) an elision occurring at times, vid. in ^♦j.I 
(Tsr). The Hamza in the du. also of such of these ns. 
as are dualized, vid. ^jLjoI , ,jUU-?l , <jU-ol > ^U*l » 
,jli|Le| , ,jU^L| , and jjlxll is a conj. Hamza (Jrb). 
The Hamza of J I is similar [668] (IM), i. e., is a conj. 
Hamza, whether Jl be determinative [599], conjunct 
[176], or red. [599]. The determination is by the J 
alone, the Hamza being aug. [672], because, if the 
Hamza were intended, it would not be elided in continu- 
ous speech [669], as the Hamza of 1\ [541] and £> l[57l] 
is not elided : and because the Tanwln [608], which- 
indicates indeterminateness [262], is a single letter ; 
so that the indication of determinateness also must be 
a single letter, in accordance with its opp. : this is the 

opinion of S [668]. But Khl holds that jf is a bil. p. 
importing determination, because it is peculiar to ns. 
[2], and imports a meaning in them ; so that it is 
equivalent to &2 [575] in the case of vs. \ and, that being 
bil., so is this : and because there is no [other] p. consti- 
tuted of a single quiescent letter ; so that this must be 
made to accord with what has been, not with what^ 
has not been, authorized (Jrb). The opinion of Khl 
[668] is that the Hamza of J I is disj. (A), contrary to 1 
the saying of IM [above] (Sn) \ but that- it is made conj:^ 
from frequency of usage : and this is preferred by IM 
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elsewhere than in the Alftya (A), in which he does 
not distinctly express a preference for either saying 

(Sn). And like J I is ^f in the dial, of AlYanian [599, 
668, 687] (A). These initials, then, are quiescent, as 
you see, being pronounced as such in the interior [of 
the sentence] (M), because you conjoin the preceding 
word with the quiescent (IY). But, when they occur 
in the inceptive [658] position, then mobile aug. [671, 
672] Hamzas [668] are put before them, because, in their 
language, there is no beginning with a quiescent, as 
there is no pause upon a mobile (M). From Z's saying 
"in their language", it is sometimes understood that 
this [predicament] is peculiar to the language of the 
Arabs, beginning with a quiescent being allowable in 
other languages : whereas the matter is not so ; but, on 
the contrary, this [predicament] is caused by the imprac- 
ticability of articulating the [inceptive] quiescent, and 
is not peculiar to one language more than another (IY), 

§. 668. These Hamzas [667] are named conj. 
Hamzas (M), because they are dropped [below] in the 
interior [of the sentence], so that they conjoin what 
precedes with what follows them; and do not disjoin 1 
the former from the latter, as the other letters do (IY). 
The Hamzas at the beginning of words are of two sorts 
disj . Hamzas and conj. Hamzas. And they are also 
named disj. t s and conj. \ s; because the Hamza and I 
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are approximate in outlet [732], for which reason, when 
they need to mobilize the ! , they convert it into Hamza 
[683] : Jh says " The I is of two kinds, soft and mobile, 
the soft being named f , and the mobile being named 
Hamza". The disj. Hamza is retained in the interior 
[of the sentence] ; so that, by the utterance of it, what 
precedes is disjoined from what follows it, as Jl*=» \ 1*3 
Ahmad took fright, where the Hamza of 4X*=> I forms a 
barrier between the s and the — , disjoining one of them 
from the other. And for this reason it is named 
*h3 Sw 8 Hamza of disjunction, [commonly rendered 
as if it were &Ixkj> 5 C*# disj. Hamza, which also occurs]. 
But the conj. Hamza is dropped [below] in the interior 
[of the sentence], so that it conjoins what precedes with 

what follows it, as ^J^lf ^uSf I have written thy name, 

where the Hamza of ^f is dropped, so that the ^ is 
conjoined with the ^ . And for this reason it is named 
J^o J su$ Hamza of conjunction, [commonly rendered 
as if it were slXJaj sC*j& conj. Hamza, which also is 
used] (Jrb). The conj. Hamza is every Hamza ex- 
pressed at the beginning, and dropped in the interior 
[of the sentence]. And what is expressed in botK 
[positions] is a disj.. Hamza. The conj. Hamza is, 
[prig.'] constituted as a Hamza, because IM says "For 
conjunction ther^e is a Hamza", [and does not say "an 

L It 



( 1068 ) 

I " (Sn)]. This is the correct [opinion] ; but it is said* 
that possibly its o. /. may be the t , since it is expressed 
as an fin such as jc:Ll)| in interrogation [497, 669], 
when one is not constrained to have recourse to a vowel. 
The conj. Hamza is only prosthetic, because it is put 
as a means of beginning with a quiescent [below], since 
beginning therewith is impracticable [667] (A), i. e., im- 
possible, in every language, by common consent, in the. 
case of the I ; and in the case of any other [consonant 
also], according to what I J and AB declare ; while S Jj 
and Kfj hold that it is possible, except that it is deemed 
heavy: so says Syt (Sn). The property of the conj, 
Hamza is to be expressed in the beginning, and dropped 
in the interior [of the sentence] (I A), where, however, 
it is sometimes expressed by poetic license, as in 

•sj\ J$L£ !<M [669] (MKh). Expression of it in the 

interior [of the sentence] is disallowed, except for pbetie 
licence, as in 

[669] (A) Now I shall not believe any two to be better 
in temper against the mishaps of fortune thanimo 
and than Jural, the name of a woman [18] (MN). * Ip] 
is [therefore defined by IHsh and Fk as] a prosthetic; 
Hamza [at the . beginning of the single word (Tsr)],< 
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found in the beginning, lost in the interior, [of the 
sentence] (Aud, Fk). The cause of its being named 

JLop! iju^ Hamza of conjunction, [commonly rendered 
conj. Hamza,] notwithstanding that it is dropped in 
conjunction, [so that it should properly be named 
inceptive Hamza (Sn),] is disputed (A). It is [said to 
be (IY, Jrb, A)] so named, (l) because, by its means> the 
articulation of the quiescent is accomplished (IY, Jrb, 
A, Tsr, Fk) by the speaker (A, Fk) : (a) so says Shi 
(Tsr) ; and this is the saying of the BB (A) : (b) for that 

reason (Jrb, Fk) Khl names it ^LUUf jJLw ladder of 
the tongue (Jrb, A, Fk) : (c) it is sometimes said that 
this [cause] would be [more] obvious if it were named 
Hamza of accomplishment (YS) : (2) because it is drop- 
ped [above] (A, Tsr, Fk) upon conjunction of the 
word with what precedes it (Tsr, Fk), so that what 
precedes it is conjoined w^ith what follows it (A, YS), 

the prefixion [of Swo to (jJo^i I ] being because of a very 
little connection [119] : (a) so says Shi's pupil IDa (Tsr) ; 
and this is the saying of the KK (YS) : but, Jlo ^ being 

the inf. n. of the trans, Jlo^ conjoined, if one said' "so 
that the speaker conjoins what precedes with what 

follows it", this would agree with the name jJspT Sw& 
{Sn) : (3) by extension (A, YS), i. e., by a trope, appar- 
ently because of the connection of the antithesis (Sn). 
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Since the disj. Hamza oeeurs in speech more often than 
the conj. Hamza, the positions of the conj. Hamza 
ought to be delimited, in order that one may know that 
what goes beyond the limit is a disj. Hamza* (Jrb). 
The conj. Hamza is not peculiar to any class [of words] ; 
but is prefixed to the n. 9 v., and p. [667] (A). It is not 
[found] (1) in any aor., unrestrictedly (Aud, A, Fk), 
whether [its pret. be] tril. [482] or quad. [495], unaug- 
mented or augmented, because the apr. begins with the 
aoristic letter [404], which is always mobile, so that the 
conj. Hamza is not needed (Tsr) : (a) for this reason 
they say that incorporation is not allowable in such as 

*SdJ3 [657], because it would necessitate importation of 
the conj. Hamza (YS) : nor (2) in any p. other than [the 
determinative (Fk, Sn) or red. (Sn)] J! (Aud, A, Fk), ' 
according to [the opinion of) S [667] (Tsr) : (a) like the 
J of determination are (a) its ^ in the dial, of Tayyi and 
Himyar [599, 667, 687]; and (b) the conjunct [176] and 
red. [599] J (Fk) : (b) as for the conjunct [ J| ], it is a 
n. [below], according to the preponderant [opinion]; 
and for this reason A says " so that the non-inf. ns. are 
twelve" [below] (Sn) : (c) Khl [667] says that the 
Hamza [of J I ] is rad., being made conj. from frequency 
of usage (Fk) : nor (3) in any pret., [either] tril., [like 

y> I commanded and j^> I took (Aud)] ; or [numerically 
(Tsr)] quad. [483, 488] (Aud, A, Fk), like y^S 
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honored and (5 k& t gave (Aud) ; the Hamza in all of 
that being a disj. Hamza (Tsr): but [it is (Tsr) found] 
(a) in [the pret. of] the quin. [v., which is what contains 
two augs. (Tsr)], like ^jJLbl^ [667] (Aud) andJjJciM 
(Tsr): or the sex., [which is of two sorts, the tril. 
containing three augs. (Tsr) J like ly&Jb») [667] 
(Aud) ; and the quad, containing two augs., like j^vJ^I 
[667] (Tsr) : and (b) in their imp. (Aud), quin. and sex., 

like &&*\ [428, 667],l^k£i| , and ^j^t (Tsr) : and 
(c) [in (Tsr)] the imp. of the tril., [the second of whose 
aor. is literally quiescent (Tsr),] like uvo| [428, 667] 
(Aud) ; contrary to such as ^jd grant, <X& , and Jl? 
[428, 667], the second of whose aor. is mobile, so that 
it does not need a conj. Hamza (Tsr) : nor (4) in any n. 
(And, A, Fk) other than what will be [now] mentioned 
(Fk), because the initial of the n. is mobile (Tsr), 
except (a) [in Aud)] the inf. ns. of the quin. and- sea?. 

(Aud, A) v. (Tsr), like tj$Jal\ and ° i:*uu,| [332, 667] 
(Aud), in imitation of their vs. : (a) the formula for them 
is " every inf. n. the t of whose pret. v. is followed by 
four or more letters " [667] (Tsr) : and, [say they, in (Aud)] 
(b) [the (A)] ten ns. (Aud, A) mentioned [667] (A), 
preserved in the memory, vid. pJL\ , ^JL I , ^ I , Ixj t [i. q, 

^j (Tsr)], aLuj , j L* j , 5 ly>J , ,jUjJ , ,jUCo I , and the ^^ | 

Ilia 
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peculiar to the oath (Aud) ; while they ought to add 
[the conjunct J I and (Aud)] L> m I a dial. vav. of ^jI 
(Aud, A), so that the non-inf. ns. are twelve [above] 
(A), vid. the ten ns., 11*1 , etc. [above], the conjunct J I 
included in IM's saying "The Hamza of J I is similar" 
[667], and flj (Sn) : (a) if they say [of £'f (Tsr)] that 
it is { j^>\ with the J elided [651], we say "And Ixj I is 
^1 with the ^ added 5 ' [667] Aud, A), so that whatever 
is their answer is our answer (Tsr) : (6) they may escape 
[from this dilemma] by drawing the distinction that, 
by the addition of the * , alliteration of the ^ to the * 
in the vowels [of inflection], according to the ops., 

accrues to 1l>\ [16], which therefore becomes so like an 
original word that the KK even say that it is infi. in 

two places ; contrary to 1> I , which does not undergo 
this process : and moreover there is no special appropri- 
ateness in the mention of pjbl for [the purpose of] 
comparison, since the /ems. of these ns. are their mascs. 
[667] with the * added (Tsr, Sn) : (c) so in the Tsr : 
but, in my opinion, this distinction, if they do establish 
it, requires consideration, because the placing of the 
inflection upon the * accrues to L>\ also by reason of the 
defectiveness ; so that, in both lo I and L> \ , the place of 
the inflection is altered ; but in the first because of 
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the addition, and in the second because of the defective- 
ness; and their difference, in this respect, is immaterial : 

(d) Ll , not 1\ [651, 667], is exclusively specified by 
[IHsh and] A as to be added ; and this suggests the 
notion that the Hamza of the latter is a disj. Hamza (Sn) : 

(e) siDce IHsh looks at the dial. vars. of the word, he 
ought to say " And -I , a dial. var. of J t , according to 
Tayyi," who change the determinative J into a * 
[above], saying JcLtJe f for J^til the man [599, 667,687] : 
(y) [in case of doubt] reference should be made to the 
rule, vid. that every Hamza, if retained in the dim. 
[277, 283], is a disj. Hamza; and, if not, is a conj. 

Hamza: (g) they omit the conjunct J I [176] because of 
the dispute as to its being a n. [345], and because of its 
resemblance to the determinative J! [599] in form (Tsr). 
It has been made known that the conj. Hamza is put 
only as a means of beginning with the quiescent. When, 
therefore, that quiescent [initial] becomes mobile, the 
Hamza is dispensed with, as in yZZ*»\ became hidden, 
when the <& of J L*xi I is intended to be incorporated into 
what follows it, its vowel being transferred to the ^J 
[756] ; so that jsjL [with Fath of the ^ , and doubling of 
the ^ (Sn)] is said, [the difference between this and the 

jju, hid from Cxkls being apparent in the aor. and 
inf. n, } because you pronounce the aoristic letter from 
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this with Fath, and from the second with Damm ; while 
you say jUu, , with Kasr of the ^ , in the inf. n. of this, 
and vaxJLj in the inf. n\ of the second (Sn)] : except [in 
the case of] the determinative J , when the vowel of the 

Hamza in such as -^iM [660] is transferred to it, in 
which case the preferable [method] is retention of the 
[conj.'j Hamza, as *3Tj> C^Jf AlAhmar is standing*; 
while J5 U* U&J is weak : the difference [between this 

case and that of Zz** ] being that incorporative transfer 
[of a vowel] is more frequent than non-incorporative 
transfer (A); so that, with incorporation, that \conj. 
Hamza] which was before the transfer is not regarded 
(Sn). There is a dispute [among the BB (Sn)] as to 
whether the conj. Hamza be orig. quiescent or mobile, 
the first being th opinion of F, which is adopted by 
Shi ; and the second the opinion of S, which is appar- 
ently correct, because every inceptive p. must be mobi- 
lized, like the J of inception [604] (Tsr). The opinion 
of the majority is that the conj. Hamza is added 
quiescent, because this involves less addition ; and that, 
when its mobilization is needed, it is mobilized with 
Kasr, as is the o. f [664]. But the opinion of S 
appears to be that it is added mobile with Kasra, which 
[opinion] is more just, because we need mobility of the 
quiescence in the initial of the word [667] ; so that there 
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is no reason for adding the Hamza quiescent ; so says Sd 
(Fk). According to this [opinion], the original vowel 
of the Hamza is Kasr [663], as in C? *-*> I aud Z*& 3 1 [428, 
667] ; while, in such as L. LL I [428], the Hamza is 
pronounced with Damiu from dislike to the transition 
from Kasr to Damm [664]. But, according to the first 
[opinion], the vowel of the Hamza is regulated by the 
vowel of the penultimate : so that the Hamza is pro- 
nounced with Kasr in J. yo I , and Damm in ° lb* I ; while, 
Fath being disallowed in ^sa 6 1 because of the liability 
to confusion with the aor. [below] in the state of pause, 
the Hamza is pronounced with Kasr, because this is 
lighter than Damm [below] (Tsr). The opinion of the 
BB is that the conj. Hamza is orig. pronounced with 
Kasr ; but that in some positions it is pronounced with 
Fath for lightness, and in some with Damm for alliter- 
ation. The KK, however, hold that its Kasr in £> yo \ , 

and Damm in <!>XX I dwell are for alliteration to [the 
vowel of] the third [letter]. The absence of Fath in 
XJLfrl know is adduced as an objection [to the saying of 
the KK (Sn)] ; but it is replied that, if the Hamza were 
pronounced with Fath in the like thereof, command 
would be liable to confusion with enunciation (A), i. e., 
[the imp. would be liable to confusion] with the aor. 
[above] in the state of pause : so in the Tsr ; but there is 
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no restriction to the aor., because the imp. would be 
sometimes liable to confusion with the fret, also, when 
made trans, by the Hamza [433], as in A ? s ex., where 
Fath of the Hamza in ll£ I would, in pause, produce 
confusion with the aor. [ LXl\ I know], and with the 
pret. [ iXJk t he notified'] made trans, by the Hamza 
(Sn). The conj. Hamza, in reference to its vowel [in 
the n., v., and p. (Tsr)], has seven states, (1) necessity 
for Fath, [vid. (A)] in the n. beginning with jf [663] 
(Aud, A), like jL^pf the man (Tsr), from frequency of 
usage (Tsr, Sn) : (2) necessity for Damm, [vid. (A)] in 
(a) such passives as ^JLkj ! and — y&a*» I [436] : (b) 
the imp. of the tril. orig, pronounced with Darnm of 

O , j 9° 9 

the c, as Jus I kill and JlJtf'l write, [from dislike to the 
transition from Kasr to Damm, because .the quiescent 

9 O 

barrier is not insuperable (Tsr, Sn) ]; contrary to lykol 

9 O 

walk ye (Aud, A) and \y&$\ judge ye (Aud), where the 
Hamza is pronounced with Kasr, because the g is orig^ 
pronounced with Kasr, the o. /. being I^jL&* I (Tsr, Sn) 

o 

and \y&&2\ (Tsr): (a) sometimes the Hamza is pro- 
nounced with Kasr before an original Damma: this is 
transmitted by IJ from some of the Arabs ; and the 
reason of it is that Kasr is the o. /. [664], while the 
Kasr and Damm do not [actually] meet, because of the 
separation by the quiescent between them ; (b) the two 
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pronunciations are referable to taking, and not taking, the 
quiescent [barrier] into account (Tsr, Sn) : (c) so in the 
Tsr ; but Kasr is said to be a corrupt dial. var. (Sn) : (3) 
preponderance of Damm over Kasr, [vid. (A)] where the 

O 9 

Damm of the c is accidentally made Kasr, as in ^y^l 
[428] : so says BD [in the C, following his father in the 
Kafiya and the CK (Tsr)] : (a) F says in the Takmila 
that (a) the letter before the & of the 2nd pers. sing. Jem. 
must be pronounced with Ishmam (Aud, A), which here 
means what, according to Pr, is named Raum [G40], vid. 
that the JDamma should be inclined towards Kasra 
[428], not what has been previously mentioned [640], 
vid. compression of the lips, %vithout any sound, that 
[Ishmam of the letter before the ^ ] being necessary 
(Sn) for a notification of, the original Damm (Tsr, Sn) ; 
and (6) the Hamza [must be pronounced] with pure 
Damm, [without Ishmam (Tsr)] : (b) IM says in 
the Tashil that the conj. Hamza is pronounced with 
Ishmam before the Damma pronounced with Ishmam 
(Aud, A), meaning that, if you pronounce the third 
[letter] with Ishmam, you pronounce the Hamza with 
Ishmam; and, if not, not: so that this differs from the 
language of F in both respects, the necessity for 
Ishmam [of the third letter], and [the necessity] for 
pure Damm of the Hamza (Tsr, Sn) : so in the Tsr (Sn) : 

(4) preponderance of Fath over Kasr, [vid. (A)] in ^%\ 



** 
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and Lj\ [663] (Aud, A), because of the heaviness of the 
transition from Kasr of the Hamza to Damm of the ^ , 
and afterwards of the ^ (Tsr) : (5) preponderance of 
Kasr over Damm, [vid. (A)] in the word ^T [667] 
(Aud, A), because Kasr is lighter than Damm, since 
Kasr brings one muscle, and Damm two muscles, into 
operation (Tsr) : (6) allowability of Damm, Kasr, and 

Ishmam, [vid. (A)] in such as TUc^l and olib I when put 

, 9 o 9 • > 9 

into the pass. [436] (Aud, A), as [ jyte> I and oyu f with 
Damm, and (Tsr)] ***i» I and Jul& I with Kasr or Ishmam 
(Tsr, Sn), of the first and third, says Dm (Sn) : (7) 
necessity for Kasr in what remains [of the ten n$.,'the 
inf. ns., and the vs. (Tsr)], it being the o.f [664, 669] 
(Aud, A). When a sound or quasi-sound [below] quies- 
cent [final] is conjoined with [a quiescent initial, which, 
at the beginning of a sentence, would be preceded by] 
the \conj. Hamza] pronounced with Damm, it may be 
pronounced with Kasr or Damm, as I^JLbf ^| IV. 69. 
[below] and u&\ f\ LXXIII. 3. [664, 666] (A). In 

ftp.* & y?*£ T ;1 |dcJ£t t^uH J,f IV. 69. Saying, 

s «* <** 

Kill yourselves, or go forth from your homes, IA1 and 

9 90 fO % 

Ya'kub read I^Jjtfl ^\ with Kasr of the ^ , according 

to the o. f. of mobilization [664]; and l^il~»| If with 
Damm of the ^ , for alliteration, and [for] assimilation ' 



( 1079 ) 

to the j of the pi. in such as II. 238. [547, 664] : while 
'Asirn and Hamza read with Kasr of both, according to 
the o. /. ; and the remainder [read] with Damm of both, 
by treating them like the [conj.'] Hamza conjoined with 
the v. (B). By a "quasi-sound [quiescent]'* is meant 
an unsound quiescent, treated like the sound, because 
the vowel of what precedes it is not homogeneous with 
it; so that such [an unsound quiescent] as [the ^ of 

tyiS in] I^JUtfT tyii XL. 26. They said, Kill is exclud- 
ed (Sn). 

§. 669. Expression of any of these [conj.'] Hamzas 
in the interior [of the sentenoe] is a departure from the 
speech of the Arabs, [and the analogy of their usage 
(IY)] ; and is a gross solecism (M). But it occurs 
anomalously in metric exigency (SH), as pJ\ s^L^ 13 \ 
[below] (R, Jrb). The conj. Hamza, when preceded by 
what is not good to pause upon, must, in a case of choice, 
be elided : unless you stop your first speech, even if you 
do not pause [640], observing the rule of pause ; [and 
begin again] after the time of the stoppage of the breath, 
or similar [interruption]. The poets sometimes do that, 
[i. e., make a stop] in [the beginnings of] hemisticjis 
[below], because they are positions of separation ; and 
begin [again] only after a stop, as 

112a 
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(R) Nor does our boy hasten, in winter, with the 
cooking-pot^ putting it down from the fire without a 
piece of rag to take it off with (MAR). Then do notf 

• 0°"' J ^ O ° ^ 

say jvw^l the name [663], <j}3Ui3^| the departure, 

*Ul£»^l the partition, ^Ui^wiH the begging pardon^ 

vlJU^f ^jjo [664, 666], and iLlt ^1 from thy name. 
And the saying [of Kais Ibn AlKhatim (IY, MN)] 

[PFAen £/&e secret goes beyond the two, then verily it is 
liable to publication, and disclosure of the story, or, 
in one version, 

is liable to dissemination, and multiplication by the 
tale-bearers .(MN),] is a poetic license [below] (M). 
And like it is the saying of the other pJ t ^ j^J I ^**j if 
[105], where he expresses the Hamza of iwM in the 
state of conjunction, by poetic license, which is easier 
here, because it is in the beginning of the second hem- 
istich [above] ; for the Arabs sometimes become silent 
after the [first] hemistich, and begin [again] with the 
second ; so that the Hamza occurs, as it were, incep- 
tively (IY). But the Hamza of the art. alone [belqwj, 
when it occurs after the interrog. Hamza [581], is not 
elided [6G1], being [usually] converted into I [below] 
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(M), as VI. 144, 145. [656, 663] and £l JlL dj! 
{jSy£j XXVII. 60. 75 God better, or ivhat they asso- 
ciate [with Him\ ? (IY), because its elision would lead to 
confusion (M) of inquiry with announcement, since both 
[Hamzas] are pronounced with Fath ; so that, if it were 
elided, one would not know whether the Hamza [sound- 
ed] was the interrog. [Hamza] or that [conj. Hamza] 
which accompanies the determinative J [667]. For that 
reason, then, it is retained, [though in a modified form] ; 
and is assimilated to the I of L^\ red [658], because of 
its permanence : the poet says ^J I ^ jJ t >4<aJ 1 1 [below]. 
The case of this Hamza is contrary to the general rule 
that we have laid down [above], since the conj, Hamza, 
when the interrog. t is prefixed to it, is [generally] 

dropped, as in II. 74. [543] and ^jjy-P' ^*- <^^ I ^hJo I 
XXXVII. 153. What ! hath He chosen daughters 
above sons? [661], because independence of the conj. 
Hamza is realized by means of the interrog. Hamza, 
[which satisfies the condition of beginning with a 
mobile]; while its elision does not lead to confusion, 
since the interrog. Hamza is pronounced with Fath, 
and the conj. I [generally] with Kasr [664, 668] (IY). 
[Conversion into I is not, however, the sole alternative 
to elision, as Z implies, in the case of the conj. Hamza 
pronounced with Fath : for] it has been mentioned that, 
in such a case, the Arabs have two methods, the chaster 
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of which is making the Hamza an f , while the second is 
putting it betwixt and between, as in ^J I ^ JJ I >I^U I t 
[663] (R). [Nor is this treatment of the conj, Hamza 
confined to "the Hamza of the art. alone", as Z states 
above : for] in interrogation, [when the interrog. 
Hamza is prefixed to it (Aud), the conj. Hamza pro- 
nounced with Fath (663,668) (Aud, A), which is (Sn)] 
the Hamza of J I [and its subst. 1\ in the dial, of Him- 
yar (Sn), and of J^f I and £f\ (Tsr, Sn)] is (1) changed 
into a [letter of] prolongation (IM), i. e., an I [497,668] 
(Aud), which is the more approved [method] (A) : (a) 
IHKh says that F and many, [among whom are Z and 
I Y,] do not mention any other than change ; and that 
nothing contrary to it is read [in the Kur], or occurs in 
their speech : (b) Shi transmits from IA1 that this [ I is 
not a modification of the conj. Hamza, but] is an [ex- 
traneous] I imported for separation, like the I of ^uJ wo| 
[497, 610] ; and that he declares that those who hold it 
to be substituted for the [con/.] Hamza are in error, 
because it is not a dzsj. Hamza: bub Shi replies that, 
since it resembles the disj. Hamza in some ways, there 
is nothing extraordinary in its being retained, and in the 
alteration of its form by change [into | ], for a distinc- 
tion between announcement and inquiry ; and that this 
is preferable to the importation of an extraneous Hamza r 
and he argues that it is sometimes combined with a 
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quiescent, as in Jjo^ ^^svJI [below], which, but for 
the regard paid to its original vowel, would not be 
allowable, contrary to ^\Sl^6\ [above] (Tsr) : or (2) 

[sometimes (Aud)] softened (IM) between Hamza and I 
(A), with abbreviation (Aud, A), which, [though less 
approved (Sh),] is agreeable with analogy, because 
change [into a letter of prolongation (Sn)] is the pro- 
perty of the quiescent (Tsr, Sn) Hamza [684-686] : (a) 
so in the Tsr, [where it is intended to account for the use 
of this inferior method in the readings cited below] : but 
our master the Sayyid says " It should not be imagined, 
from softening's being less approved, that it is not used 
in reading, since there is no incompatibility between its 
being less approved and its being chaste ; while Sd 
distinctly declares, in the Glosses on the K t that the 
Readers sometimes agree upon a less approved, strange 
mode, as in LXXV. 9. [21] " (Sn) : (b) IBsh says that 
this [method] is easy in comparison with what the school 
of S mention by " change " [above]. There is no differ- 
ence in that [respect] between the Hamza of J\ and the 
Hamza of J^°( (Tsr). You [therefore (A)] say ^l^jf 
J jOLfc and viJLu^ »JJ| J^> I [663], with prolongation, [by 
change (Aud),] more approvably ; and with softening, 
less approvably, [but - agreeably with analogy, as before 
mentioned (Sn),] whence 
*oT r i-?' c ??°- c "°7 f ° ' -I -^ i-^t7°\^o k &*.*** 
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(Aud, A), by Hassan Ibn Yasar at Taghlabl (MN), Is it 
the truth, if the abode of ArRabdb (the name of a 
woman) be distant, or a cord of love be severed, that 
thy heart is flying away (MN, J) (with thy beloved, 
named ArRabdb) ? (J). And both modes are read 
[among the Seven (Tsr)] in [various passages of the 
Kur (A),] such as VI. 144, 145. [above] and X. 91, 
[497, 663]. It is not elided [656, 661, 663], as the [conj. 
(Tsr) Hamza (Aud)] pronounced with Kasr, [which is 
the o. f. (664, 668) (Aud),] is elided, as ^lij^Jf 
L>iu XXXVIII. 63. What ! did toe make of them a 
mockery 1 , [in the reading of others than IA1 and the 
Two Brothers (Tsr), this text being read with the 
interrog. Hamza by the two Hija2is and Ibn 'Amir 
and 4 A^im (B)J; and [as (Tsr)] j$ ^^hJaZA LXIII. 6. 
[581, 543] (Aud, A), in the reading of all [the Seven] : 
the o. /. being lst\j (Xdajuf and vi vaAa**S f , with an in- 
terrog. Hamza pronounced with Fath, and then a conj. 
Hamza pronounced with Kasr; but the conj. Hamza 
being elided, because the interrog. Hamza enables it to 
be dispensed with (Tsr) : and as the [conj. Hamza] pro- 
nounced with Damm is elided, as J4>y I Jxo! Was the 
man constrained? (A, Tsr), the o.f being Ja^>l with 
a Hamza pronounced with Damm, which is elided when 
the interrog. Hamza is prefixed : the course required by- 
analogy being abandoned, in the case of the [conj. 
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Hamza] pronounced with Fath (Tsr), in order that 
interrogation may not be confounded with enunciation 
(Aud, A), the reason for A's saying " It is not elided" 
[above] (Sn). Nor is it [preserved intact, i. e.,] sounded 
true [656,663], because the conj. Hamza is not expres- 
sed in the interior [of the senteuce], except by poetic 
license [above] (Aud, A), as before stated (A), like 

pfl ^3! $ S? [668] (Aud). 

§. 670. When preceded by something spoken, no 
mobile initial of a word, besides the conj. I [669], is 
elided or altered, except the a of y& and ^& [161], which, 
when preceded by a ^ or o , or by a J [of inception], 
is [often made] quiescent, as v_># \'o y&y And he is going, 

viLLc jlfi* I IgJ Assuredly he is better than thou, and l^ 3 

jvSTS Then he is standing, and similarly with ^& [319]. 
But many of the Arabs leave the a with these ps. in its 
[original] state. And they do the like of that to the 

imp. J with the o and y , as in your saying Ihj^iJk 

o o 

Then let him look and ^woIJ^ And let him strike; 
while those who leave the s of ^0 and ya in its [original] 
state leave the Kasra of the J in its [original] state (S), 
As for the quiescence of the s inyc^ and ^; [above], 

^5 an d ^p > anc ^ yQ an( * cs^ ' ** * s acc i ( iental, [but] 
elegant (SH), i. e., used by elegant speakers, contrary 
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to II. 282. [below], and to such as \1Azxa [below], from 
the frequency of its usage in the first [set of exs.] (R). 
And so is [the quiescence of] the imp. J , as t y*jj% 
p&jjdu XXII. 30. And let them pay their vows [below]. 
And ya| and ^| and \yitj ft XXII. 30. [603] are 
assimilated to the foregoing. But such as ye jL^ ^! 
II. 282. That he himself should dictate [above] is 
rare (SH). If it be said " The initials of these words 
are quiescent, as in the texts jiS3 jlL^^ IL 213. [464, 

539], ^ImJIT <^i II. 69. [543], &s$\£L $ XXIL 
57. Assuredly He is the Best of Providers, ^IlliJ f"gl 
XXIX. 64. Assuredly it is life, (j^Lili LXV» 7. Let 
him expend, II. 282. [above], and in the saying of the 
poet v*J| v»>C£ ^*\ cLUi [543]; so that, according to 
what you have mentioned [667], the conj. Hamza must 
be put, whereas it does not occur here," IH answers 
that their quiescence is accidental, as is proved by your 
saying y& and ^ [161], and (JaIxJ LXV. 7. [419, 603] : 
but that, y> ^ and ^> ^ being treated as on a par with 

dud^ and >jJf [368], quiescence [of the medial] is 
allowed as elegant with the y and vj and J [of inception], 
because they become like part [of the pron.\ in addition 
to [their] frequency of usage ; while what contains the 
\interrogJ\ Hamza is assimilated to [what contains] the 
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[three p$.] mentioned, because, though not so frequent, 
it is unil.; and similarly what contains J> , because it is 
copulative, like the y and o [538] : but that such as II. 
282. [above] is rare, for want of both the quality of part 
and the frequency of usage ( Jrb). IH means that the 
initials of yo and ^& with the copulative ^ and o , and 
[with the J of inception and] the interrog, Hamza, and 
similarly the imp. J that is preceded by a y or o , are 
made quiescent, so that analogy requires the conj. 
Hamza to be imported for them; but that it is not 
imported for the sole reason that the quiescence is 
accidental. This answer, however, is not satisfactory, 
because this quiescence is founded upon the assimilation 
of the initials in these words to medials, such asya: and 
Iji being assimilated to Ju^i , and such as ^& : and ^gi 

to vJkK<\ and so is it said of [the imp. J in] f^i^J :XXII. 
30. [above] : so that they are made quiescent only 
because they are treated like the medial of the word ; 
and how should a conj. Hamza be imported for what is 
like the medial of a word [667]? And grant that it be 
not like the medial, is it not non-inceptive?. And is not 
the conj. Hamza imported for accidental quiescence also, 
in the initial of a word, when it is inceptive [658, 667], 

since you say ^1 notwithstanding that JL> occurs, and 

similarly vs*I* I and *LZ> [667]? He ought therefore to say 
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that the Hamza is not imported [iny&j , etc.,] because 
it is imported only when that word is inceptive, as we 
mentioned [667] ; whereas this quiescence, in these words, 
is [found] only when they are preceded by something. 
The reason for their assimilation of the initials in these 
words to the medial is the wantof independence in what 
precedes them, and the impossibility of pausing upon it. 

But y& ! and ^ t are less used than y& ^ and jlgi , and 
"so ^ and ^$i ; and, for this reason, the alleviation [of the 
a by elision of its vowel] is rarer in their case : while 
IgJ and ^gJ are like ^^ and ^^ , alleviation of the a 
being allowable in them, according to what is read in the 

Kur (R), As for ^Jl^ildi XVIII. 18. [1] and \J#Jj 
pj\ XXII. 30, [above], this is the imp. J [419, 429, 
603] : it is orig. pronounced with Kasr, as is proved by 
the fact that, when you begin, saying Jot puJ [603]* 
you pronounce it with JKasr, not otherwise ; but, when 
you prefix the ^ or J to the phrase, containing it, the J 

may be made quiescent (IY). But in such as JuLalf : 

And in order that he may do, with the J of ,1s" [411, 
599], alleviation is not allowable, from the rarity of its 
usage (R). If £3 occur instead of the jorj, quiescence 

is not as good as with the ^orj, because *3 , being of 
more than one letter, is, as it were, detached from what 
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follows it : and, for that reason, most of the Readers 
are agreed upon mobilization in XxLlaJl IIS *s* 1$ 
^ t y*±ss+S\ {jjc XXVIII. 61. And who afterioards, on 
the day of resurrection, shall be one of the persons 
summoned to attend (IY) {for reckoning), or {for 
chastisement) ; while Nafi', Ibn 'Amir in one version, 
atid Ks read ya li' with quiescence of the s , by assimila- 
tion of the detached to the attached [co?*.] (B). But Ks 

and others read 1 £ihl> \y^Q *$ XXII. 30. Then let 
them fulfil [603] their purification, with quiescence 

of the imp. J , by assimilation of *3 to the y and o , 
because ft is a con., like them ; while the BB deem that 
inelegant, because *3 is independent, [susceptible of 
being] paused upon (R). Those who say \^sJSJ li* 
XXII. 30. [above], with quiescence of the J , assimilate 
the second - of *i to the o and ^ , treating \ydj£J IS as 
on a par with |*-«diuJLi; and this is like their saying 
LsaJOJuo J I; I -^ 5ec ^ ee puffed up, meaning L&uJLlo , the 
LsUi of L^xixJLc being assimilated to CsaS , and the o 
therefore made quiescent; and like it is 

Ho j& Co 1 LaJxXJuo \^j Hi 

TAen i* passed the right erect, and did not contract 
[above] (IY). And II. 282. [above] is read anomalously, 
with quiescence of the a , by treating ^J [in ^0 J*j ] 
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like iXxdr : but it is inelegant, because cUj is an indep- 
endent word, and cannot be assimilated to the con., as 
1$ is; and the saying pj\ LJaXJuo villi [above] is 
superior to the like of this, because it is in one word 
(R). The quiescence in all of this is only a matter 
occurring accidentally, for a kind of alleviation ; and is 
therefore not reckoned as a [distinct] formation (IY). 

9 

Mobilization of the s in y> and ^ after the J [of 
inception], and after the ^ and o , as likewise mobiliza- 
tion of the imp. J after the two [latter ps.], is the o. f. : 
S says " It is excellent, superlative" (R). 

- 






CHAPTER VIII. 

THE AUGMENTATlVENESS OF LETTERS. 

§. 671. It is common to the n. and the v. (M). As 
for the p$. f there is no augmentation in them, because it 
is a kind of plasticity, which is not [found] in ps. [497]. 
The meaning of augmentation is adjoining to the word 
some letters that do not belong to ifc, either to import a 
meaning, like the I of o^Li and the ^ of ^ . Ldi [369] ; 
or for a kind of extension in the vocabulary, like the I 
of JU^ [374,401], the ; of l^k [246], and the ^ of 
JuuLL [369, 673, 674] (IY). Augmentation is sometimes 
for co-ordination with an o.f. f and sometimes not (R). 
The meaning of [augmentation for (MASH)] co-ordina- 
tion is that the augment is added only for the purpose 
of making a paradigm to be on [the measure of] a 
paradigm exceeding it [in number of letters] (SH), the 
aug. letter in the augmented [paradigm] being put as a 
representative of the rod. letter [occupying a correspondi- 
ng position] in the standard [paradigm] ( Jrb), in order 
that the former [paradigm] may be treated like the 
latter (SH) in the formation of its dim. and broken pi. 
[below], etc. (Jrb). Therefore such as ooJ> [a rugged 
place (Jrb)] is co-ordinated [375, 731] (SH) with °*£_f 
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[392], for which reason they say oolp [253] and !> Juls 
[274], as they say ^ili^ [245] and *yulL [274] (Jrb). 
But such as Joi£> [333/361, 372, 676] is not co-ordinated, 
[although Jol£o and Joclajo may be formed from it (Jrb),] 
because the augment is proved to be regularly put for 
another purpose (SH), vid. indication of the inf. n. 
[333], or of the time or place [361]; and because a 
co-ordinative letter does not occur at the beginning 
(Jrb)* And similarly [also (Jrb)] suchasjciil [488], 
Jli [489], and jili [490] (SH) are not co-ordinated 
[483] (Jrb), for the same reason (SH), vid. that the 
augment is proved to be regularly put for a purpose 
other than co-ordination, i. e., to denote the meanings 
mentioned for these conjugs. [488-490] (Jrb); and 
because their inf. ns. occur different (SH) from the 

inf. n. of " CJLo [483], being JlxM , JuutA?', and xlluJo / 

not RJLLxi [332] (MASH). The meaning of co-ordination 
[673] in the n. and v t is that you add one or two letters 
to a combination — not regularly, in importing a [parti- 
cular] meaning [below] — in order that such combination, 
by means of that addition, may become like another 
word in (1) the number of letters : (2) the special vowels 
and quiescences, each in the same relative position , as 
[its counterpart] in the standard [word] : (3) its varia- 
tions vid. (a) the pretl, aor. } imp., probib., inf. n. } 
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act. part., and pass, part., if the standard be a quad. v. 
[482, 492]; (b) the dim. and broken^, [above], if the 
standard be a quad. n. 9 not a quin. [245, 274], The 
use of co-ordination is that, in the case of that word, 
such a combination is sometimes needed in verse or 
rhyming prose. We do not lay down that there is no 
alteration of meaning by reason of the co-ordinative 

augment — how [can we] when the meaning of J^'^ 
aged, impotent is different from that of Jjl* corn in 
the blade, and the meaning of JJL^i [483] is different 
from that of J^i included, and similarly y5y [below] is 

not i. q. J^ pith of a palm-tree ? but it suffices that, 

in similar positions, that augment should not regularly 
import a [particular] meaning [above], as the aug. 

Hamza in Sf\ greater and J^di! [351] denotes superi- 
ority [354] ; and the aug. + in Jjl^o denotes the inf. n. 
[333], or the time or place [361], and in Jiaxj the 
instrument [366], And hence we do not say that these 
augs. are co-ordipative, even„ though, by their means, 
these words become like the quad, in the special vowels 
and quiescences, and in the dim. and [broken] pl. } 
because the appearance of these letters as augs. is to 
denote the meanings mentioned ; so that we do not refer 
them to the lit. purpose, while it is possible to refer 
them to the id. purpose (R). Augmentation is for [one 
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of (A)] seven causes: — (1) indication of a meaning, 
as in the aoristic letter [369, 404] (A, Tsr), and the I of 
sJilU [332,490] (A): (2) co-ordination, as in (a) [the 
; of (A)] JSjT [below] (A, Tsr) and J ^ j^> [369, 374, 675], 

G G ° & H 

the & of o^Ii [373] and ^Ii& [374], the I of ^iojt and 

<£y*jo [673], and the ^ of Jkil^c*. [below] and ^jJL&t 

[375, 677] (A) : (a) co-ordination [above], as [defined by 
IM] in the Tashil, is making a tril. or quad, to be 
commensurable with what is above it [in number of 
letters] : and what is meant, says Dm, is commensurabil- 
ity in appearance, since, in reality, the measure is 
different ; for the measure of ^wLi [above], e. g., is JJLii 
[392], while the measure of *^jf [283, 675] is JS£ 
[373] : (b) IS^Xlf I is applied to denote several meanings, 
among them much good and a river in Paradise (Sn): 
(3) prolongation (A, Tsr), as in ^lis" book [673] (Tsr) ; 

G<* ^ S^ 

and hence the ! of xJLls [246], the ^ of aLa^ssco [246], 
and the ^ of Xj^JLi [267] (A) : (4) compensation, as in 
[the is of (A)] *3*&) [265] (A, Tsr) and xilij [265, 
338], the ^ of i^klJ [680], and the r of ^U t [52, 56] 
(A) : (5) magnification of the sense, and (Sn) multiplica- 

G ° 

tion (A, Tsr) of the letter (Sn), as in the ^ of +&£ &nd 
Jsjj and £L°| [667,676, 681. A], which is added to- 
denote magnification of the sense, and multiplication 



( 1095 ) 

\oflhe indicator (Sn)] thereof {A); and hence [the 1 of 

(A)] ^^3 [272,401,673] (A, Tsr) and ^^T [401, 
673] (A) : (6) making [articulation (Tsr)] possible, as in 
(a) the conj. I [667] (A, Tsr), because it is not possible 
to begin with a quiescent (A) ; (b) the * of silence in 
[such as &£ and (A)] &■> [615, 644, 679] (A, Tsr), because 
it is not possible to begin with, and pause upon, a 
[single] letter (A) : (7) making [the vowel (Tsr) or the I ] 

plain (A, Tsr), as in £jljJUw LXIX. 29. [615, 648] 
(Tsr) ; and hence the s of silence in such as &IJUo LXIX. 

28. [648, 679] and *|jo°- IS [48,55, 679], which is 
added to make the vowel plain [in the former (Sn)], and 
the | [perfectly (Sn)] plain (A) in the latter (Sn) : so 
says IU (Tsr). The letters of augmentation (IY, SH), 
[i. e.] the aug. letters (M), are [ten letters, vid. the 
Hamza, the I , the s , the ^ , the ^ 7 the \& , the ^ , 
the j. , the ^ , and the J (IY), comprised in the (mnem- 
onic) phrases (M, Jrb)] (1-3) [ v^3 JJ& J.J? If and 
Jii \jJt p and (Jrb)] sLilS ^| [369, 401] (M, SH), 
which somebody has combined in a verse, vid 

-4^s, Aas£ *Aow sZep£, wAen negligence has not over- 
come us ? Then said he, " To-day thou dost forget it " 

(Jrb) : (4) ^ U^U* »Uf I5 w4nc? Solomon came to him (M), 

114a 
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which is not good, because it contains a duplication of 
the I (IY) : (5) L^s^x/tl [370] (M, SH) : (a) it is said 
that a pupil asked his master about the letters of aug- 
mentation, and he said L^^-^L^ Ye have asked me 
about them ; whereupon the pupil thought that his 
master had not answered him, referring to his former 
answer ; so he said " We have not asked thee save this 

once", on which the master said sL^Jo p^Jpl To-day 
thou dost forget it [above], and the pupil said u By God, 
assuredly I do forget it": and then the master said " I 
have answered thee twice, O stupid" (R) : (6) ^UJUt 
ooy» (M, SH) : (a) it is said that Mb asked Mz about 
the letters of augmentation, and he recited 

[I loved the plump (women) ; an<2 they turned me 
hoary, when I had of old loved the plump (women) 
(MAR)] ; whereupon Mb said to him (I Y, R) " [Give 
me] the answer" (IY); "[for] I asked thee about the 
letters of augmentation, and thou recitest poetry to me" 
(R); and he then said "I have answered thee twice" 
(IY, R), meaning ^UUf ^.y* ' (b) Z [followed by 
IH] says v^oy* ^ U*K f , making £ Ult f precede, in order 
that the [conj.] Hamza may not be elided [669], in the 
interior [of the phrase], in which case the number of the 
JLetters of augmentation would be deficient; whereas, 
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when he begins with it, the Hamza is expressed : (7) 
sli: ^uJLLI Be left me, and lost his way: (%) ^°^1\ 
i\j£> Death forgets him (IY) : (9) ^JAJ^S £» They 
question one another: (10) ^^. cULJL Li What thou 
hast asked is light: (11) ^ly* &*^[ They [fern.] 
sought, or Seek ye [fern.], my love: (12) ^ipspjdLi 
Ye have asked my abasement. IKh has collected 
more than twenty [such] combinations, reported or 
unreported ; and says that the best of them, in letter 
and sense, is 

Ju^£**s ^ ,j Li I oL^h (SJ 5 ^ ^ 

(R) / asked the augmentative letters about their name ; 
and they then said, nor begrudged saying, " Those 
letters are collected in Ju-frlo J <j Li I [below] " ( Jsh). 
The meaning of their being letters of augmentation is 
not that they are only aug t , since there is no letter 
among them that is not rad. in many positions; but the 
meaning is that, when a letter is added to a word, then 
that added [letter] is only one of these letters, unless 
the added letter be reduplicative, whether the reduplica- 
tion be co-ordinative, as in £>o°Jl [above] ; ornon-co-ordi- 
native, as in I£c interpreted [489] ; where the o and ^ 
are not letters of augmentation. The reduplicative 
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letter, notwithstanding its augmentativeness, is [taken] 
from all the letters of the alphabet, [except the I , as 
shown below,] whether letters of augmentation, as in 

pi [433, 482] and i^ amassed ; or others, as in Iks 

[489] and '"J* set free : and is co-ordinative, as in oSts 

and C>jS~* [731] ; and non-co-ordinative, as in ill [above]. 
But that [aug. letter] which is co-ordinative, yet not 
reduplicative, is [taken] only from the letters of *+*f\ 

o s So G y 

&Uo3* [above], as in J^tX^ [369, 374, 675], ^sly [above], 

and JcUi [681] (R). The aug. is of two sorts, (1) repeti- 
tion of a rad n and (2) not so. The first sort, [vid. 
repetition of a rad. (Tsr),] is not peculiar to any letters 
in particular (And) ; but is [found] in all the letters, 

whether letters of Lg^^+xJUC [above] or not, except the f 
[above], which is not susceptible of reduplication (Tsr). 
And its condition is that it should resemble (1) the J, as 

o O o 

in v!4-L> [above] and ^ULU* [385] : (2) the £ , (a) with 
union, as in Jos slaughtered [489]; (b) with separation 

8 *" o >• 

by an aug. [between them (Tsr)], as in JJLGii [384, 677] : 
(3) the o and £ , as in ^yoLo [370] : (4) the g and J, 
as in ^+«a^> [370, 385] (Aud). When two letters are 
lepeated in a word, which has another rad., then one 
of the two duplicates is judged to be aug.; but, as to the 
specification of the aug., there is a dispute. IM mentions 
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in the Tashil that, in such as ^ ♦sv»*q [above], the second 
and third of the [four] similars, i. e., the first _. and the 
second * , are judged to be aug. ; and, in such as ^ \S °S 
[above], the third and fourth, i. e., the second r and the 
subsequent * : and some adduce as evidence of the aug- 
mentativeness of the first _. in ^ ♦^♦^ , and of the 
second * in yuj* S Jo , their elision in the dim., as ajm^ 
and ^J^'Jo [283]. But it is transmitted from the KK 
that the measure of ^■♦"A>«q is JJLii , its o. f. being 

s — 

&J&^c , where they chaDge the middle _ into * (Tsr). 
As for that [duplicate] which resembles the o alone, as 
in uiJsls [wine (Tsr)] and ^Jou* [^Azn s*7& brocade 
(Tsr)], or the g separated [from its duplicate] by a rad., 
as in L>TtX^ Hadrad, [a man's name (Jh, Tsr), whence 
Abu Hadrad alAslaml, a Companion (KF), while no 
other jcJLxi , with repetition of the g , occurs (Jh, KF, 

Tsr), and t> * iX^Jf meaning the short so in the CT 

(KF),] it is rad. And, when the quad, is formed of 
two letters, then, (1) if its third be not omissible, the 
whole are rad n as in ^Ji» [311, 674, 677] (Aud), the 
measure of which is JJLii [392], because the radicalness 
of the two letters is certain, and there must be a third 
to complete the [number of] rads.; while neither of the 
remaining two is superior to the other, so that both are 
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judged tc/be rad. : (a) it is transmitted from Khl and 
the KK that its measure is Jjixs , it o being repeated ; 
but this is improbable (Tsr) : (2) if its third be omissible, 

as in aLiJUi i. q. &J reunited it, that third is, (a) as the 
KK say, an aug. substituted for a letter resembling the 

* a"* 

second (Aud), the o. f. of ZX+i , according to their saying, 

being l£f 9 where, the succession of three similars being 
deemed heavy, they substitute for one of them a letter 
resembling the o : but this is refuted by the fact that 
they say xJULxi for its inf. v. [332] ; whereas, if pui 
were orig. [a tril.'] reduplicated [in the medial], its inf. 
n. would occur on [the measure of] JuuuS [332] (Tsr) : 
(b) as Zj [among the BB (Tsr)] says, an aug. not 
substituted for anything : (c) as the rest of the BB say, 
a rad. (Aud) : (a) the opinion of the KK is preferred 
by BD, who says that it is better than making Ixli a 
repeated [formation] agreeing in sense with the redupli- 
cated tril., as the BB say of its similars, like s^oiLd? 

I crushed, ^bSsJ& I restrained, and v-JXa^ I overturned 
(Tsr). The second sort, [vid. what is not added for 
repetition (Tsr),] is peculiar to the letters collected by 
IM four times in one verse 

(Aud), i. e. (1) in ^l^Sj fcU*S Congratulation and 
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salutation (are a matter that), (2) in &**j| jijjj iU 
Aas followed the day of his friendliness, (3) in &jI^-> 
J.^wli aw utmost craving (of desire), and (4) in ^Lo I 
JuygLj: protection and facilitation [above] (Jsh). 
And they ought to reckon the JL in such as { JJUa'S\ 
I honored thee [617, 680], in the 2nd pers. fern.; for, if 
they say " This is peculiar to pause ", we say " And so 
is the s of silence " [615, 644, 679] (Tsr). Mb omits the 
s from the letters of augmentation ; but the refutation 
of his opinion will be given [679] (A). These [ten 
( Jrb)] letters, exclusively of others , are peculiar to 
augmentation, because the most suitable augments are 
the letters of prolongation and softness, since they are 
the lightest [and least troublesome (Jib)] of the letters 
(Jrb, Tsr). As for the saying of the GG that the ^ and 
<5 are heavy, it is [said of them] in relation to the | 
[643]; while, in relation to the other letters, they are 
light (Jrb). And the rest of the ten letters are assimi- 
lated to them: — for (l) the Hamza is adjacent to the I 
in outlet [732], and is convertible into a soft letter 
upon alleviation [658] : (2) the s also is adjacent to the I 
in outlet [732] (Jrb, Tsr), while Akh asserts that their 
outlet is one ; and it is faint ; and is sometimes substi- 
tuted for the j in Sujo [690], and for the ^ insj^ 
[171, 174, 275, 648,690] (Jrb); (3) the r is [uttered] 
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from the outlet of the ^ [732], vid. the lip ; and contains 
a nasality [akin to the softness of the soft letters ( Jrb)] : 
(4) the jj [also (Jrb)] contains nasality [270] ; and is 
prolonged in the upper part of the nose, like the I in the 
throat : (5) the ^ is a surd [734] letter; and is substi- 
tuted for the ; in *iiJ (Jrb, Tsr) and <L ly? [689] (Jrb) : 
(6) the (j* is a sibilant [734], surd, letter, [whose surdity 
is akin to the softness of the soft letters (Jrb)] ; and its 
outlet is near to that of the ^ [732] (Jrb, Tsr), for 
which reason they substitute it for the latter, saying 
cX£\A.«l! for <\£Ul [759], the converse of which is o^ , 

orig. JLtLu [307, 316, 689, 758] (Jrb): and (7) the J , 
though a vocal [734] letter, resembles the ^ ; and is 
near to it in outlet [732] (Jrb, Tsr), for which reason 
the ^j is incorporated into it [749, 751], as aujj ^ 
XVIII. 2. [205], and the ^ of protection is sometimes 
elided with it in (5 iiJ [170], as with its like in ^ I and 
_3 K (Jrb). Measurement [of words] is also named 
exemplification (Aud), from the resemblance of the 
letters of the measure to the letters of the measured in 
number and conformation. The use of measurement is 
to explain the states of the formations of words in eight 
matters, (1) vowels, (2) quiescences, (3) rads., (4) augs>, 
(5) priority, (6) posteriority, (7) elision, and (8) absence 
of elision. And the measure is the crude form of Jul* 
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fbelow] (Tsr). There must be a measure, whereby the 
aug. may be differentiated from the rad. ; while it is not 
possible for the word to be measured by itself; and 
therefore they constitute, for that [purpose], the crude- 
form of jJLi [below], because it is the most general of 
the vs. in sense, and may be employed for every act, as 

v^woJl Juti He did striking and IoJlM Ui He did 
helping, whence ^j^JULi s^vJJ j&> ^j>dJ\j XXIII. 4. 
And who are doers of almsgiving, i. e., {jyf'y* alms- 
givers (Jrb), where s^SyM is meant to be an abstract n. 
[3], vid. the deed oj the almsgiver, i. e., ^yxi\ alms- 

giving (K). What is intended is the crude-form of Jii 

[above], not its conformation, since the measure does not 

always keep to this conformation (Sn). The rads. are 

represented [in the measure] by the o , [then ( Aud)] 

the £ , and [then (Aud)] the J [368, 369,] (SH, Aud), 

in the order imported from the word u then " (Tsr) ; and 

such [rads. (R, Jrb)] as exceed [three (R, Jrb)] by a 

second or third J (SH) ; the letters of the measure being 

(Tsr) given such [original (Tsr)] mobility or quiescence 

as belongs to their measured (Aud). This means that, 

when you want to measure a word, [in order to know its 

rad % and aug. (A),] you represent its rads. by [the 

letters of J.*i , the first by (A)] the o , [the second by 

(A)] the £ , and [the third by (A)] the J (R, A), i. e., 

115 a 
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you put, in the measure, these three letters in place of 
the rad. letters (R), making the measure and the 
measured equal in vowel and quiescence [253] (A), a* 

you say " u^ struck is on the measure of jJti " [below ] 
(R). You, therefore, say (l) Juti [with quiescence of 
the g (Tsr)] for [the measure of (Tsr)] JLIi [368] (Aud, 
A), among ns. (Tsr): (2) Joti (Aud, A), with Fath,of 
the [ o and (A)] £ (A, Tsr), for [the measure of (Tsr)] 

C> yd [above] (Aud, A), among vs. (Tsr) ; and similarly 
for [the measure of (Tsr)] f\j [403, 482] (Aud, A), in 
the hollow ^Tsr), and Jui [482] (Aud, A), in the redupli- 
cated (Tsr), because their o. f. [before conversion or 
incorporation (Tsr, Sn)] is £Ji [403, 684, 703] and o jJl 
[731] : (3) Jxi [with Kasr of the £ (Tsr)] for [the 
measure of (Tsr)] fJS [432, 440, 482] ; and similarly for 

[the measure of (Tsr)] C> U> [in the hollow (Tsr)] and JJo 
(Aud, A) in the reduplicated (Tsr), because their o./. 
is S**s> [403, 684, 703] and JJU loathed, xvas weary of 
[731] (Tsr, Sn), with Kasr of their second (Sn) : (4) 
juti [with Damm of the g (Tsr)] for [the measure of 
(Tsr)] vj^i) [331, 432, 482];. and similarly for [the 
measure of (Tsr)] jlL [432] and J^ [476] (Aud, A), 

** 9 ** 9 

because their o. f. is J^io [403, 684, 703] and 6o> 
[731] (Tsr, Sn), with Damm of their second (Sn). And 
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by that means the explanation of the original vowels 
and quiescences is effected (Tsr). Then, if any of the 
rads. of the word remain, you add (1) a second J in 

[the measure of (Tsr)] the quad., saying JJJti for [the 

measure of (Tsr)] JuU> [392] : (2) a second and third 
[ J (Tsr)] in [the measure of (Tsr)] the quin.> saying 

O "* >- So 

JJULii for [the measure of (Tsr)] $j±&JL [245, 401] 

( Aud). What IHsh mentions as to the measurement of 
the tril. is agreed upon. But what he mentions as to the 
measurement of the non-tril. is disputed, there being two 
opinions, (l) what he mentions, which is the saying of 
the BB, founded on [the theory] that the whole [of the 
letters in the quad, and quin.~\ are rads.; and is correct : 
(2) that whatever [letter] exceeds three is aug., which 
is said by the KK, being founded upon their theory 
that the extreme number of rads. is three [368]. Then 
they diverge into three opinions, (l) that the non-tril, 
is not measurable, because the mode of measuring it is 
not known ; (2) that it is measurable, but that its 
final is represented by its own letter ; (3) that it is 
measurable, but that its penultimate is represented 
by its own letter : which [divergence between the 
second and third opinions] is founded upon the ques- 
tion whether the aug. [in the quad.] be the final or 
the penultimate, the first [opinion] being held by Fr, 
and the second by Ks [368]. Thus, as to whether [the 

L ■ ' 
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measure of] p*°^ be jXii [392], as the BB say, or !Ii* 

with the s aug., or JUjU with the o a^., or what it is; 
be not known, there are four [different] sayings (Tsr). 
And the aug. is represented by its own [original] letter, 
[in order that it may be differentiated from the rad. 

(Tsr),] so that one says (1-3) JJti I , Jotli , and JyU for 
[the measure of (Tsr)] ^T [332], pal; [332, 482, 674], 
and ;^j^ [482, 675] (Aud), with the aug. Hamza, ^ , 
and y , respectively (Tsr) : (4) JJtxil for [the measure of 
(Tsr)] ^jJcsl [667] (Aud), with the a ug. Hamza and i»> 
(Tsr) ; and similarly for [the measure of (Tsr)] *llkJo J 
[692, 756] and^ll [693, 756], because the o.f. is y&>\ 
and lioit : (5) Jju^l for [the measure of (Tsr)] 
' I&jlLS [332, 482, 483, 493] (Aud), where the numbers 
of the augs. and rads. are equal (Tsr). When, however, 
the aug. is a repetition of a rad., [whether co-ordina- 
tive or not (Tsr),] it is represented, (1) according to the 
majority, by what that rad. is represented by (Aud), 
because, repetition of the rad. in the science of ety- 
mology being on a par with lit. corroboration [132] in 
the science of syntax, as that [lit. corrob.~\ is given the 
predicament of the ant., and therefore imitates it in its 
inflection, so this [repetitive aug.] is measured by the 
same measure as the rad n in order to make known that 
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this is a repetition of what precedes (Tsr), as in your 
saying JLJLjti , J^-Ui , and cUptit , for [the measure of 
(Tsr)] ^LuudL* [385], ^yLsx-1 [beginning of rain and 

wind (Tsr, Sn) so says SBd (Sn)], and ^jj^l 

[482, 483, 675] (Aud), respectively, the [second] ^ in 
v^wucJU* and ^ in ^ jj^ui being for co-ordination with 
Jo jJb [253, 396, 674, 677] and o ; lii cartilage [396], 
respectively; while the [second] a in ^j^Jkil is non-* 
co-ordinative : (2) according to some, by its own letter, 
unrestrictedly, even though it is a repetition of a rad. ; 
so that one says v^uJji , ^^JLii , and Jo^ii t for the 
measure of v^uulLs* [above], ^y^s^w , and ^o^d^t\ 
respectively (Tsr). The aug., (1) when it is not one of 
the letters of Jul$Ij> 5 ^? ^ I [above], is a duplicate of a 
rad. } like the ^ in ^4^ [above] ; (2) if it be one of 

them, is (a) a duplicate, as in J|L^ [661, 738] : (b) not 
a duplicate ; but having the semblance of a duplicate, 
though some evidence, [like the extraordinariness of 
J iVJU without repetition of the vj and g (Sn),] indicates 
that reduplication is not intended by it, in which case it 
is represented in the measure by its own letter, as in 
JjlJu^ Samndn, a [place wherein is (Sn)] water belong- 
ing to the Banu Rabi'a, the measure of which is J> *$Jl , 
not J ilju , because J ikJU is an extraordinary measure, 
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no instance of which occurs without repetition [of the *J 
and £ (Sn)], as in i j\p r ) [273, 332, 396], except JL*jjl> 
[396] and ^U4i> denoting [hard (Jh, KF)] stone, [to 
which the KF adds <J Ikwls dust and J lb IL oats (Sn),] 
while 1\ 1|5 Bahrdm and plC4-& Shahrdm are foreign 
(A) proper names: (c) not a duplicate, nor in the sembl- 
ance of one, like the Hamza in +'S\ [above] (Sn). 
What is considered in measurement is the form to which 
the measured was entitled before alteration [by incorpora- 
tion, or conversion, of one letter into another] : so that 
one says jJti and JJtiJo for the measure of o \ [331] and 
Ooo repelling, respectively, because their o./. is oo\ and 
oo°Jo (A); and similarly, as before mentioned, *b and 
4\-w , because their o.f. is I^s and <>^XA ; and so C>U& and 
Joi,and J Lis and ^^ [above] (Sn). But, when there 
is, in the measured, a transfer [from one place to another, 
which is named transposition (Tsr)], or an elision 
[of some of the rads.], you put the like [transfer or 
elision] in the measure, saying (1) iJU for [the measure 
of (Tsr)] *fb [pret. of *Lu (Tsr), a rfmZ, var. of 
<5 b i. q. duo was /ar away ( Jh)], because it is from 
^ b (Aud), the o. /. being ^ b ; but the J , vid. the & , 
being transferred to the position of the £ , vid. the 
Hamza, so that it becomes Ul ; and the & then converted 
into I [684, 703], because mobile, and preceded by a 

< 
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letter pronounced with Fath ; so that it becomes *b with 
prolongation (Tsr) : (2) CaJU for [the measure of (Tsr)] 

^ i> L^jJ \ [210, 324], because it is from %&j>) unity (Aud), 
the o. f. being <X=*|1M ; but the o, vid. the . , being 
transferred to the position of the J , vid. the o \ and the 
— then made to precede the I , with which it is impossible ' 

to begin, so that it becomes j o L^sJ I ; and the . then 
converted into ^ [685, 721], because occurring as a final 

o 

after Kasra ; so that it becomes ,5 j>Us>J I (Tsr) : (3) JJu 
for [the measure of (Tsr)] J^I [482, 699] (Aud), the ^J 
of which is elided, the 0. /. being S^°yl , because it is 
orig. JuuL> with Kasr [of the £ ], and is afterwards pro- 
nounced with Fath because of the guttural letter ; so 
that the elision is from Joiil with Kasr : so says Sd on 
Liu [482] and its congeners (Tsr) : (4) Jo for [the 
measure of (Tsr)] L> [703] (Aud), imp. of cU, the 0. f. 
being II? > but its £ being elided because of the concur- 
rence of two quiescents [663] (Tsr): (5) gli for [the 
measure of (Tsr)] ^U [16] (Aud), the J of which is 
elided, the 0. f. being ^ li , but its J being elided 
because of the concurrence of two quiescents [663]. 
The measurement of some words is impracticable, like 
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gliiLf [680] and JilyM [382,679, 680], because we 
consider the original vowel and quiescence ; and, the o 
in those [words] being orig. quiescent, while the y* and 
5 [also] are quiescent, a concurrence of two quiescents 
would ensue in the measure ; so that the right course is 
to say JJti t for their measure, because they are orig. 
£ ^io I and (Jfc^l , the ^ and s being aug. (Tsr). IM says 
(Aud), in the Alflya (Tsr), The letter, if it be insepara- 
ble [from the word in all its variations (A)], is a rad. ; 
while that which is not inseparable, [but is elided in 
some of the variations (A),] is the aug., like the <& of 
<5 Ju^Lj [below] (IM). Thus he defines the rad. letter as 
being that which is inseparable in all the variations, and 
the aug. as being that which is not inseparable in all 
the variations ; while he exemplifies the latter by the ^ 
of <5 JoJL ! , which is aug., because it is elided in some of 

the variations (Tsr), since you say sjd^ \t\&> (A, Tsr)> 
i. e., as in the KF (Sn), did as he did (KF, Sn) ; so 
that, by the elision of the o [in I jei and . Jl^ ], you 
know that it is aug. in ^Juc^f was imitated, or was 
put on or worn (A). % \ &xL\ is imitation ; ov putting 
on, or wearing, sandals (Tsr). One says ao^jjt^l 
imitated him (A), [and] aJlio igjJcsLt imitated his 
example (Jh, KF), i. e. 20,5 dS*\ (Jh, KF, A); and 
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[also (A)] ^5 JuLaLl put on, or wore, sandals, i. e., Jib I , 
whence 

5P£e foot-sore barefooted man puts on any sandal^ 
%T5^> being a sandal [329] (Jh, A). But [both (Tsr)] 
the definitions require consideration : — the first [defini- 
tion, vid. that of the rad. (Tsr),] because the 5 of ^Tp 
[253, 373] and the ^ of jJb>^ [392, 395] are aug., as 
you will [soon (Tsr)] recognize [675, 677], notwithstand- 
ing that they are not elided [in all the variations (Tsr)] ; 
and the second [definition, vid. that of the aug. (Tsr),] 
because the o of <X& ^ , the £ of J U* , and the J of I Ci 
are rads., notwithstanding that they are elided in JoJ 

[482, 699], j* [663, 703], and fe p [404, 719] (Aud). 
Thus the definition of the rad. is not inclusive, and the 
definition of the aug. is not exclusive (Tsr) : [or rather] 
neither of the two definitions is inclusive or exclusive :— * 
the definition of the rad., because such as the ^ of SS I 
is excluded [from it], while such as the ^ of jju> Is is 
included [in it] ; and the definition of the aug., because 
the second is excluded from it, while the first is included 
m it (Sn). And the accurate formula for recognition of 
the augs. would be " Know that a letter is not judged to 
be aug., unless the remaining letters of the word exceed 

two rads. (Aud). But [IUK replies that (Tsr)] the 

116a 
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rad., when elided for unsoundness, [like the , of JuJ 
(A),] is constructively present, [contrary to the aug. 
(Tsr)] ; while the aug., when inseparable, [like the ^ of 

JUttl? and the ^ of ^y> (A-)?] is constructively elided. 
And tlierefore the aug. is said to be what is elided, 
really or constructively, in the original constitution (A, 
Tsr). The indications of the augmentativeness of a 
letter are ten : — (1-3) elision from (a) an o. /, like the 
elision of the t of v ; li [ 343 > 369 > 373] in its o. /., i. e., 
the inf. n. [331] ; (b) a deriv. form, like the elision of the 
I of vj LxT [above] in its^Z. ^xs [246, 256] ; (c) a counter- 
part, like the elision of the ^ of JJaj f [674] in JLm 

[368], [which is like JLk.> f in sense and crude-form (Sn)] : 
(a) the condition requisite, in order that elision of the 
letter from an o.f, a deriv. form, or a counterpart, may 
be addueible as an indication of its augmentativeness, is 
that its elision should not be for unsoundness ; for, if its 
elisjon be for unsoundness, like the elision of the . of 
t\> ; in (Xjw [above], or in S<\^ [401, 482, 699], it is not 
a indication of augmentativeness : (4, 5) the letter's 
occupying, in the non-deriv. [word containing it (Sn)], 
a position wherein it is aug. in the deriv., (a) invari- 
ably, like the <j [673, 677], when it occurs as a quiescent, 
unincorporated, third, and is followed by two letters, as 
in J^;5 [675, 677], which is an evil, [a calamity, and 
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a great matter (KF),] Xjj li [677], which is thick in 

the hands and feet, and Jkx^k 'Asansar, which is a 
mountain, the <j in these [words] and the like being 
aug., because it occupies a position wherein it is only 
aug. in the deriv. (A), even though [the derivation be] 
from a concrete n. [3], as is proved by what follows, deri- 
vation [here] being in the sense of mere taking (Sn), as 

jil^i [393, 395,] from iilis^ [677], which in the 

solid-hoofed [animal] is like «^& Z£p in man, J^ls^ 
being big in the lip, and also a #reaZ army, (b) 
frequently, like the Hamza [672], when it occurs as an 
initial, and is followed by three letters, in which case it 
is judged to be aug n even if the derivation be not 
known, since it is frequently aug. when it occurs 
similarly [situated] in a word whose derivation is 
known: thus the Hamza of v^l [18, 249] and JjCif 
[249, 372] is judged to be aug., because made to accord 
with [the Hamza of] a word whose derivation is recog- 
nizable, as^i^ I [249, 372] : (6) its being peculiar to, [i. e., 
found in (Sn),] a position wherein only a letter of augmen- 
tation occurs, like the ^ of [such as (Sn)] ^ (JuT(A), with 
which jI£aT[380] is synomymous (Sn); and of such as 
. llaXz* [301, 380], 5 1 <xu*, , and , I OJ3 , the last two mean- 
ing the light, active, man : (7, 8) that, by the assump- 
tion of radicalness, unpreceientedness would be entailed 
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in [the formation of] (a) that word [to which the letter 

belongs], as in jU^' [372, 678] with Fath of the first ^ , 
and Daram of the o , meaning the young of the fox \ 
for its [first] o is aug., because, if it were -held to be 

rad.> the measure of jL&tf would be JJUi [392], which is 
not found : (b) the counterpart of the word to which 
that letter belongs, as in jJ&> [372], according to the 
dial, of those who pronounce the [first] ^ and the o with 
Damm ; for its [first] ^ is aug., according to this dial. 
also, because, although unprecedentedness would not 
ensue [in this dial, var.'] from the assumption of radical - 
ness, since, if the ^ were held to be rad<, the measure 
of Jaaj; would be jdbU , which is found, as ^'Ci [392], 
still unprecedentedness does ensue in its counterpart, 
i. e., the dial. var. with Fath; so that the ^ , when its 
augmentativeness is established in the dial. var. with 
Fath, is judged to be aug. in the dial. var. with Damm 
also, since the rule [in dial, vars."] is identity of crude-* 
form : (9) the letter's indicating a meaning, like the 
ftoristic letter [369, 404] and the t of the act. part. [343, 
369]: (10) inclusion [of the word] in the wider of two 
cats, iipon [its] exclusion from [the formations sanctioned 
by] precedent, vid. in J^4*r[394, 677], [according to the 
dial, of those who pronounce the <_> with Damm, as is 
proved by what follows (Sn),] since its measure, upon 
the assumption of the rq,dicalness of the ^ > is J*U4 
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[with Damm of the second J (Sn)], like ^fJL with 
Danmi of the - , which is not found [401]; and, on the 

assumption of its augmentativeness, is JJjOi [394, 677], 
which also is not found ; but the formations of the aug- 
mented [quad.] are more numerous [than those of the 
unaugmented gmn.], and it is one of their principles, 
[i. e., rules (Sn),] to have recourse to the numerous : (a) 
this [indication] is mentioned by IAz and others ; but 
IUK says that it is implied in the seventh (A), i. e., 
that, by the assumption of radicalness, unprecedented- 
Hess would be entailed [above] (Sn). Augmentation has 
certain conditions, [by which its use is restricted] (Tsr), 
I have previously set out, in the Parts of the Noun 
[368-401] and Verb [482-496 A], when mentioning the 
augmented formations, a portion of the discourse upon 
these letters; and I shall mention here [672-681. A] 
what serves to differentiate between the places where 
they occur rod. and the places where they occur aug. 
(M). 

§. 672. The Hamza is judged to be (1) aug., when it 
occurs as an initial, and is followed by three rad. letters, 

[ns. and vs. being alike in that respect (IY),] as in JJ f\ 

(M) and JXiT [671], pi* [671] and ^ [249], 4^6 f 

/ go and yLLl? I sit (IY), and y£\ [671] (M): (a) 

that is because the Hamza, when initial, is prevalently 
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and frequently aug. in those words whose derivation is 
recognizable, as in J£i I [above], Llo I , and Lxl± I [249], 
4^ 3 I and (jLLL T [above], JoloJL | and jL> ^ £ [379], from 
sl^ redness, alio yelloivness, and Hlo^ greenness, 
[ vJ^ 6 weni and (jUUi sa£,] Jui^ taking fright and fleeing, 
and i? 1&. defoliation ; and is therefore decided to be aug. 
in those words of that class which are uncertain [in 
derivation], as s-^jt and JXi I [above], gjot [below], 
I;L C f (IY), n. un. of £L°T [372] (Jh), and ^i I [372], by 
making them accord with the more numerous [division 
of the class], which is making the unknown to accord 
with the known (IY) : (b) some of the ancients differ 
from that, saying that what we do not know, by deriv- 
ation, to be aug. we judge to be rad. ; so that JjCi I is 
said by them to be like Jui~L [392] : but S refutes them 
by the argument that JjCit [18], if used as a name, 
would necessarily be diptote ; whereas, if it were JJLxi 
[392], it would be triptote : and also that, if it were 
JJLii , a formation whose initial is Hamza would be 
allowable in the conjug. of JJjU , aor. J-LxaJ , inf n. 

kJULfci (R) : (c) thus the Hamza is judged to be aug. in 
all of that [class] (IY), except when something in- 
tervenes, which requires (a) that the Hamza should be 
rad., as in kx*| [374] and Bp| weak-minded (M), 
because there is no ep. like kXxi \ ; while, if wc judged 
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the Hamza in them to be aug., the word would be of 
the cat. of 1^^ and ^ o c> [357, 674], which is rare, not 
to be acted upon (IY) : (b) that both matters should be 

allowable, as in ^^1 [below] (M):(oc)the Hamza, if 
accompanied by a letter that may be aug., as in £ Jo I 
[249, 674] and Jal\ a short tent-rope, with lohich the 
lower part of the tent is fastened to the peg, is not 
judged to be a ug. [below], except upon proof: for the 
Hamza is one of the letters of augmentation, and so is 
the (5; except that the [usual] way is to judge the 
Hamza to be aug., because the Hamza, when first, is 
prevalently aug., in comparison with the & when second : 
so that in £ Jul the Hamza is aug., because of what we 
have mentioned ; and because they say x£jL Jo / dyed it 
with g Jo t , inf n. *j W , [with elision of the Hamza,] 
this being a proof that the Hamza is aug. : while in 
y£u\ , if we were left to analogy, the Hamza would be 
aug., because of the prevalence of [augmentativeness in] 

Q 

the Hamza when initial ; but they say in the pi. s Lo t , as 

And this unites between them the short tent-ropes; so 
that the elision of the ^ is an indication that it is 
aug. (IY): (fi) the language of [IY and] IM inti- 
mates that, when the Hamza precedes three [letters], 
of which the whole are not certainly rad., but one is 
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ambiguous, the Hamza is not judged to be aug. [above], 
except by reason of some indication : but this is contrary 
to what IM decisively asserts in the Tashil, which is the 
well-known [rule], vid. that, when the Hamza precedes 
three letters, one of which admits of being rad. or aug., 
the Hamza is judged to be aug., and that ambiguous 
[letter] to be rad., unless some indication exists to the 
contrary, for which reason the Hamza of ^^1 [673] and 
gOo? [above] is judged to be aug. ; but that, if some 
indication shows the Hamza to be rad., and that 
ambiguous [letter] to.be aug., one judges accordingly, as 
the Hamza of Jd^\ and <Jj^l [below] is judged to be 
rad., according to those who say .b^U ^t [673] and 
(jj | , pass. part. J>y Uo [below] : (y) such as ^Lj ! [673] 
is excluded [from the presumption that the Hamza in 
such a position is aug.], since £> ^ s Uo and ^L Jo have been 
heard for dyed with [the leaves of (Jh on ^i^ J]^^ I : 
he that says Jb^jU makes the Hamza rad., and the I 
aug. ; while he that says ^-ky° makes the Hamza aug., 
and the I a subst. for a rad. & : and, according to the 
first, the measure of JL^ is cs iii , its I being aug. for 
co-ordination ; so that, if used as a name, ^^T [18] would 
be diptote, because of the quality of proper name and 
[the I of (Sn)] quasi-femininization, [which is the I of 
co-ordination (Sn)] : while, according to the second, its 
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measure is Jiii ! ; so that, is used as a name, it would be 
diptote, because of the quality of proper name and the 
measure of the v. [18] : but the first saying is more 
obvious, because the variations of is 5 *Uc are more 
numerous [than those of ^ °Jo ], since they say JJaU 
Ijo^T / dyed the hide with [the leaves o/] JL>\\ , and 
JoiH oJ^I The camels ate ^^1 , [act. part. So ^| , as our 
Master has written after it (Sn),] and Jd°^\ ^.L^T The 
land produced ^jl ; while ^jiM v^ij"! 2%e Zand 
produced ^isj't , [in/ n. fcUsj f , as in the KF (Sn),] is 

also said : (S) similarly <jpjl [above] (A) : as for JplT 
[674], which is a kind of madness (IY), it is said that 
(A) the Hamza [in it {IY)] is rad., [and the y aug. 
(A),] because they say tU^lT (Jj( The man was 
demented, [a pass, formation (Sn), i. q. ^L (A),] pass, 
part, (jy u demented (IY, A), upon the measure of 
Jjlft* (Jh), which is a proof that the Hamza is rad. t 
and the ; aug. (IY) ; and its measure then is Jljl (IY, 
Sn), like j!*^ [369]; so that, if used as a name for a 
man, it would be triptote : this is the opinion of S ; and 
the [conclusive] evidence is in o J U [above]; while in 
<jJ| the Hamza may be orig. a > , which is converted 

into Hamza because pronounced with Damm, as in lj»\ 

117a ^ 
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for s^ [683] (IY) : and [it is said that (A)] jj j! may 

* off * *" 

be [Jiil (IY)] from ^5 , [an act. formation (Sn)J i. q. 
gjlil hastened (IY, A), whence jybcLJL &3ydi St 
XXIV. 14. When ye ivere speaking it hastily ivith 
your tongues, [so read by 'A'isha ( Jh),] and the saying 
of the poet [AlKulakh Ibn Hazn (TA, MAJh)] 

.4 strong she-camel has brought him from Syria, has* 
tening (IY); and, according to this, the Hamza is aug. } 

9 c ff 

and the ^ rad. (IY, A), its measure being Jkii j (A); so 
that, if used as a name for a man, it would be diptote 
[18] : moreover they say ^1 and ^sJ^ for a swift charge , 
which shows that its o is sometimes Hamza, and 
sometimes . , as in C> ULH ^ <Xo^ I / shut the door and 
sjfJL^T (IY) ; but the first is preferable: (e) similarly 
Jb . I denoting a &acZ sor£ 0/ cZa£e, [the t of which is 
decidedly cm?., the discussion not being about it, but only 
about the Hamza and ^ (Sn\] oscillates between two 
measures, <5 Iii I , like J&*>) [381]; and ^J^i , like 
_KlL [380] (A) : (2) rad., (a) when it [occurs as an 
initial, but] is followed by two rad. letters, as in ^J [a 
shirt ivithaut sleeves (IY)] and^l a waist-wrapper, 
[the paradigms of which one JL*i and J \JU > like <jj!^ and 
*U=» , respectively (IY)] ; or by four, as in J4^i stable 
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[283], [which, IA1 says, is not of the language of the 
Arabs ( Jh),] and l<\h*> I Istakhr (M), the name of a 
territory (Jk, MI) in Persia (MI), which also is foreign 
(Jk), the paradigm of both being JJjti , like jLL*>l^ 
[401]; and hence f&*f\ and JuaJLj [283, 291], the 
measure of which is Jj iLii (IY) : (b) when it occurs as 
non-initial, and nothing intervenes to necessitate its 
being aug., as in (a) J Ceo [374] (M), where the Hamza 
is a^gr., because they say J^ J\ ^JU£ [373, 681. A] 
from J U2 north wind [below] (I Y) ; (6) J J^3 [or ^ ^ jjb 
nightmare, where the Hamza is aug., because they say 
^ V Jyu with the ,5 , and JDamrn of the *> , the elision of 
the Hamza being an indication of its augmentativeness 
(IY)]; (c) (.jdSt la* [384] (M), i. e„ a bulky camel, where 
the Hamza is aug., because they say, in the same sense, 

^l^ys* J£=* a strong he-camel, i. e., Jo<X£ (IY); (d) 
SlI^o (M), i. e., £&a£ does not menstruate, where the 

Hamza is aug, because they say UL$-o sIl^M a wman 
t/ia£ cfces no£ menstruate, without Hamza (IY). The 
language of [Z and] IM intimates that the Hamza, when 
medial or final, is not judged to be aug., except by reason 
of some indication, as in (l) JUli [681. A], where the 
indication is elision of the Hamza in some of its dial 
vars., of which there are ten, (a) jUi [374]; (b) Jiti 
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[373] ; (c) J Ui, [above], upon the measure of J I ji [246] ; 
(d) J^i , with Fath of the ji ; (e) J£& , with Fath of 
the * ; (f) jdi , with quiescence of the * ; (g) J^^iLi , upon 
the measure of jJLyo [253] ; (h) JIZ& , upon the measure 
of i^UcS" [246] ; (i) Jou-& , upon the measure of J^^Jb 

[246]; (j) jU^i, with [Fath of the jfc , quiescence of 
the ^ , Fath of the Hamza, and (Sn)] reduplication of 
the J (A) : while the KF adds (k) J^i , like f*°y*> 
[369] (Sn) : (a) IU and others adduce, as evidence that 
the Hamza of jULco is aug., their saying 1^ ZJ I oJU^ 
[above] , meaning blew northerly ; but it is objected that 
<^JU1& admits of being orig. oJl*& , [the vowel of the 
Hamza (Sn)] being transferred [to the ^ , and the 
Hamza afterwards elided (Sn)], in which case it is not 
adducible as evidence : (2) Uai^ I [he was swollen in his 
belly (Sn)], where the indication is the elision of the 
Hamza in ia^ [681. A], as aJLlaS k^i His belly was 
swollen [482], But from that [rule] is excepted the final 
Hamza after an t preceded by more than two rads. f as 
will [now] be explained (A). The final [Hamza (Tsr)] 
is made aug. upon two conditions [677], vid. that it be 
preceded by an f , and that this I be preceded by more 
than two rads. [below], [whether the initial of its word 
be pronounced with Fath, Kasr, or Damn (Tsr),] as in 
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*Tpi [385], ftL [385], and *Liiy> ! [40,273,332], 

contrary to [the Hamza of (Tsr)] such as %X* and *H& 
[326, 683] (Aud), where the I is preceded by one rad. 
(Tsr); and %XL a building [683] and tlST [667] (Aud), 
where the 1 is preceded by two rads n not by more : and 

contrary to such as Lp tidings, where the Hamza is not 
preceded by an I (Tsr). [See §. 677 for a third condition.] 
IM's saying [in the Alflya] " more than two letters" 
[instead of " more than two rods' 9 (above)] requires that 
the Hamza [677] should be judged to be aug. } whether 
all the letters preceding the I be decidedly rod., or two 
be decidedly rad., and the third be ambiguous. But that 
is not so, because the word whose final is a Hamza after 
an I separated from the o by a double letter, as in v5L*i 
[prickles of the palm-tree (Sn)] and ijy^ [below], or by 
two letters, one of which is a soft letter, as in %\Q \ and 

% Ujjf [273], admits of two alternatives, that the Hamza 
should be rad., and one of the two similars [in such as 

*}Liw and *l^ (Sn)], or the soft letter [in such as 

* \y.) and % Gy> (Sn)], should be aug.; or the converse. 

If, then, the Hamza be made rod., *3CwL is J\Jj [from 

J^suJI v^iL* I pulled off the prickles of the palm-trees 

(Jh)] f and %\ ^ snake-charmer is jLxi from xT|^C 

collecting ; while, if it be made aug. } s"3LL is *3Cxi 

[from JL pulled out (KF)], and *T£i greenish black or 
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blackish red, [and Eve (MAZ, Nw, KF), Adam's wife 
(KF), the mother of mankind (MAZ, Nw),] is *3Ui 
from S^-=* (A) blackness inclining to greenness or 
redness inclining to blackness (Sn), If, however, one 
of the two alternatives be strengthened by some indica- 
tion, it is adopted, and the other neglected : and, for 
that reason, the Hamza of *!^ is judged to be aug< 
when *T£^ is diptote (A), because the diptote declension 
indicates that it is the Hamza of femininization [263, 
€83], which is aug. (Sn) ; and rad. when %J^» is 
triptote, like % S ys> denoting one that charms snakes : 
while the preferable [alternative] in &SL* is that its 
Hamza should be rad., because, in plants, J 1*5 is more 
numerous than i^JLi [273]. If, then, IM had said 
u more than two rads ", [as IHsh says in the Aud 
above,] it would have been better. The Hamza is made 
aug., in the n t) when (l) first, as in ^L\ [372, 671] ; (2) 
second, as in JooLi [373] ; (3) third, as in jULi [above] ; 
(4) fourth, as in Ja3TLL [384], i. e., short ; (5) fifth, as 
in tTZ^ [385] ; (6) sixth, as in C&'j& [273, 399], which 
is a country ; and (7) seventh, as in * tHij^ [273, 400], 
i. e-, mankind (A). 

§. 673. An I that accompanies more than two rads. 
is [judged to be (IA, A)] aug., without any lie (IM), as 
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in V; Lo [below] (IA, Aud), o\S* [627], {S L*± [248, 250], 

and J*y^ (Aud) with Damm of the j« , smaZZ tones m 
£Ae fingers and toes (Tsr), because in most words, where 
the I occurs like that, [i. e., accompanying more than 
two rods. (Sn\] the derivation indicates that it is aug. \ 
and the rest are made to accord therewith (A), i. e., 
with the most v Sn) : contrary to such as JU [below] and 
I r yt [719] (Aud), where the I is not aug. } because it does 
not accompany more than two rods. (Tsr). IM [here 
(MKh)] means the soft I [668]; and, as for the [mobile 
1 , which is named] Hamza, it has been mentioned [672] 
(Sn, MKh). The [soft] I is not made aug. at the 
beginning [of a word] (M, A, Tsr), because it is impos- 
sible to begin with it (M, A), since [it is only quiescent, 
following Fatha ; and (IY)] to begin with a quiescent 
is impracticable [667] (IY, Tsr). But, when not initial, 
it occurs only as an aug. [below], when three or more 
rad. letters are with it, as in *j>LL [247, 373], l^UT 
[below], JlL [below], ~\o^~ [396], and ^iUuU 
[below] (M). If it accompany two rads. only, it is not 
aug.: but is [either rod., as in ^1 (below); or (IA)] 
a subst. for a rad. [ & or y (A)], as in £\3 and Jli [703] 
(IA, A), <lli and J, U [684], ^ and US [684], and 
t5 ^ anc * *-»" [16, 719] (A). But what is mentioned by 
[Z and] IM is [true] only in vs., and in [Arabic (Sn, 
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MKh)] decl., [i. e., infi. (Sn),] ns. 7 [whether prim, o* 
deriv. (MKh)] : while in uninfi. \ns.\ and in ps. 9 the I is 
not judged to be aug. (A, MKh), with more than two 
rads,, as in JL*. [501, 540] and U^ [181]; or to be a 
subst. for another [letter], with less than two rads., as 
in ^t [500] and c5 ** [206] : but it is rad., unconverted 
(MKh) : and similarly in foreign [676] names, like 
I^aso J I [672] (A, MKh) and (J^U Isaac (A) : because 
that [augmentativeness or substitution] is recognizable 
only by derivation, which is lacking (A, MKh) in 
what is [here] mentioned (MKh). The I is made aug., 
(1) [in the n, (A),] when (a) second, as in ^L* [671]; 
(b) third (IY, A, Tsr), as in oLef [below] (IY, A) ; (c) 
fourth (IY, A, Tsr), as in (5 JIa&. [below] and ^\<>l^ 

[above] (A); (d) fifth (IY, A, Tsr), as in Jl&JU 
(IY, A), a plant (Jh, IY), which the vulgar name 
^iLp convolvulus (Jh) ; (e) sixth, as in i5U*X$ [below] 
(IY, A, Tsr) and ^fit [671] (IY) ; (f) seventh (A r 
Tsr), as in \S\)Slf [272] (Tsr) : (2) in the v., when (a) 

second, as in Jis li [490] ; (b) third, as in j!iljtf [482/ 
483, 487,678]; (c) fourth, as in ^iU [482]; (d) fifth, 
as in (55^1 [The horse (Sn)] was of dark chesnut 
color; (e) sixth, as in ^ jo lc.| overcame [432, 496] 
(A). But [the I ,' when it accompanies more than two 
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~rad$. in (Tsr)] the reduplicated quad. [674], [whose 
first J is homogeneous with its vj » and whose second 
J is homogeneous with its £ (Sn),] such as ^y* 
[674] (A, Tsr) shouted in battle (Sn), and ^\S [674] 
(A) chid sheep, saying Li or pt or £\S (Sn), is 
excepted [from IM's language (A)] : for the I here 
[i. e., the I pf ^y* > as a *so e ach of the two I s, the 
first and the second, of ^li (Sn),] is a subst. for a rad., 
[their measure being JJjti (Sn)] ; and is not aug. (A, 
Tsr). When the! is accompanying two rads. and a third 
[letter] that admits of being rad. or aug. t then, if this 
[ambiguous letter] be assumed to be rad., the I is aug. ; 
and, if it be assumed to be aug., the I is non-aug. : but, if 
the ambiguous be an initial Hamza [672] or ^ [676], as 
in (Jiil viper [672] and ^ys razor [676], [not Moses, 
the name of the Prophet, because it, says Dm, is foreign 
(Sn),] or a quiescent ^ third [671, 677] in a quin., as in 
Jll£c , [which I have not found in the KP (Sn),] if it be 
found in their language, the preferable [alternative] is 
to judge the ambiguous to be aug., and the I to be con- 
verted from a rod., so long as no indication shows these 
letters to be rod., and the f to be aug., as in ^^1 [below], 
according to those who say i^U ^\ , meaning a hide dyed 
with ^y [672]; and in \Sf^ [below], because of their 

9 • G y *» 

saying yx* and y\* ; while, if the ambiguous be any other 

118a 
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letter than these three, we judge it to be rad., and the-f 
to be aug. (A). The I does not occur as a co-ordinative, 
except when final, as in ^yx* [below] (M), ^iLC [482], 

and ^Axi threw down on the ground [674]. When medial 
[below], it is aug. only for elongation of the word, and 
multiplication of [the letters in] its formation, not for co- 
ordination : so that oLa5^[671] is not said to b^co-ordinat- 
ed with Jj£o silk (IY), like °^°y* [392] (KF); nor ^i]dJ 
[395, 677] to be co-ordinated with Ji^tXi' [401] : because 
the unsound letter, when it occurs as a medial, and is pre- 
ceded by a vowel homogeneous with it, like the y of \y*&& 
and the ^ of O^a^ [369], is treated as a prolongation of 
the vowel ; and does not co-ordinate one formation with 
another, the co-ordinative [unsound letter] being only what 
is not for prolongation. When final, the I is made an aug. 
of three kinds, (1) co-ordinative, as in ^c^\ [248,272, 326, 
375, 671, 672] and ^yU [272, 375, 671, 676], which are co- 
ordinated by the I with J&L and i%j&^i> [392], respectively : 
(a) what indicates that the I is aug. in Jie^ \ is their saying 

n O Q ■£. O jit/ 

L+\{.# *->£ I [above], the elision of the t in io^Lo being an in- 
dication that it is aug. ; while their saying vm [above] and 
j*x* [255, 257] is an indication that the ! is aug. m &m : 
(Jb) their saying ^^1 and ^Ju> with Tanwln indicates 
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that the I is not for feminiuization, since the I of f eminini- 
zation prevents triptote declension [18] ; so that Tanwin 
is not affixed to it [17,609], as ^JIa^ and ^jX^ [below] : 
(a) moreover *lL\\ [258], has been heard from them, with 
affixion of the S of femininization ; whereas, if the I were 
for femininization, another sign of femininization would 
not be affixed to it, so as to combine two signs of feminini- 
zation : (6) one indication that the I in ^ JL> is not for 
femininization is their making it masc, as r^Jt L jJo [£'y** y 
[249], then' qualification of it by the masc. being an 
indication that it is masc. ; whereas, if the t were for 
femininization, it would he fern. : (c) it is proved, then, by 
what we have mentioned, that the I here is aug. otherwise 
than as a denotative of femininization : and to attribute 
it to co-ordination is more appropriate than to. attribute 
it to another process [vid. multiplication], because co-or- 
dination is a desirable idea ; even though both processes 
are one thing, since the meaning of co-ordination [671] is 
multiplication, and elongation, of the word ; so that every 
co-ordination is a multiplication, though every multipli- 
cation is not a co-ordination : (2) denotative of femininiza- 
tion, as in ^L [18, 248, 272, 375], & JLZ [248, 272], and 
^o \+J> Jumddd, [328] : (a) what indicates that the I here 
is aug. is the derivation, since (5 JL-^ is from ^}1L preg- 
nancy, & JC^ from jCw drunkenness, and ^sl+zL from 
<X^ being frozen: (b) what indicates that it denotes 
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femininization is the impossibility of Tanwln's being affix- 
ed to it in the state of indeterminateness [609] ; whereas, 
if it did not denote femininization, [the n. ending with] it 
w ould be triptote [17] : (3) of the same kind as when medial 
[above], [i. e., multiplicative,] as in <5 J&J» [272, 326, 

401, 497, 671], &P& [401, 671], JUG [311], and JCL 
quailf a kind of bird : (a) the f in the whole of those [ws.] 
is aug., because, with three or more rad. letters, it is only 
aug. [above] : (b) it is not for femininization, because 

these ns. are triptote, and moreover S ils b a bean and 

S bUJL a quail have been transmitted, this being a proof 
that it is not for femininization : (c) nor is it for co-ordi- 
nation, because, among o. /$,, there are none of this 
number [of letters] and measure, with which these [ns.] 
might be co-ordinated : (d) since it is not for femininiza- 
tion, nor for co-ordination, it is for multiplication of [the 
letters in] the word, and completion of its formation (IY). 
In ^y&i [and ^y&^IY)] it is like the I of ^lxT[401] f 
because it exceeds the limit (M). Z means that the I in 
^J&oand ^5 Jip is sixth; whereas the extreme number 
of letters in original, [i. e., unaugmented,] ns. is five [368] : 
so that, among o. /$., there are none of this number 
[of letters], with which they might be co-ordinated ; and, 
in that case, it is multiplicative, like the * of \^uf and 
JU* [671] (IY). 
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§. 674. The ^ [below] and y [675] are similar (IM) to 

the I [673], in that each of them, when it accompanies 

more than two rads., is judged to be aug. (A), as in JuJtf 

[269, 347] and Jybii [347] (Sn), if they do not occur 

[repeated (A),] as they are injjjj(IM), the name of 
a bird [of prey (Jh),] having talons, that resembles the 

<3^L sparrow-hawk (A), and £y*y (1^), *• e -> made a 
7Wise, in which sort [of formation] all the letters are 
judged to be rad., like the letters of ^ M .» £w [671] (A) ; 
and if they be not initial, the , unrestrictedly, according 
to the majority [675] ; and the & before four rods., in any 
[formation] other than the aor. [below], as A will 
mention (Sn). The division previously made in the f 
[673] applies here also, so that we say: — the ^ and . 
have three states : for, (1) if either of them accompany 

two rads, only, it is rod., as in oJu and £>^ [697] : (2) 
if it accompany three or more decided rods., it is aug., 
except in the repeated biL, [just now described as 
"the reduplicated quad" (673) (Sn),]as above mentioned 
[by IM] in the text : (3) if it accompany two rads. and 
an ambiguous third, then, (a) if the ambiguous be an 
initial Hamza [672] or p [676], the initial is judged to 

be aug., and the ,5 or ^ to be rod., as in cju ! [672] and 

o^yo [676], [like^Lo (372), the bag for the traveller's 
provisions (Sn),] unless some indication shows (a) the 
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initial to be rad., and the ^ or ^ to be m^., as in <JJ ^ I 
[672] according to those who say ^f and \jjyi U; and as 
in JJw I [671], because of their saying Jdo I : or (b) the 
whole to be rad., as in L» Lo Mary [the mother of Jesus 

(Nw),] and,jojJo Midian [a well-known district in Syria 
(Bk),] their measure being JJJti ; not Juii , because it 

fix ox 

is not [found] in the language ; nor Juuw [below], other- 
wise transformation [of the unsound letter] would be 
necessary (A), since jLL* and J>LXx> [712] would be said, 
by transferring the vowel of the ^ to the preceding 
quiescent, and then converting the ^ into I because 
orig. mobile, and now preceded by a letter pronounced 
with Path : ( <*) this requires ^ t* to be an Arabic name, 
otherwise no judgment as to radicalness or augmentative- 
ness could be passed upon [the letters in] it, because of 
what A has previously mentioned [673] (Sn): ( 0) LAI 
says that (Jh) the measure of (K,B on II. 81.) ££o is 
JUiw [above] ( Jh, K, B), according to the GG (K), from ^ 
quitted, aor. L^ t (Jh), because Juuti [with Fath of the 

Gx o 

^ (K)] is not found (K,B) among the formations, as occ* 
and slujU [374] are found (K) : (y) [some say that] £^ 
is a foreign name (ID, Jk), there being no JJuii , with 
Fath of the o and g , in the language of the Arabs 
(ID) : (b) if the ambiguous be any [letter] other [than the 
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initial Hamza and * (Sn)], it is judged to be rad. y and 
the <5 or . to be aug., so long as no indication shows the 

contrary of that, as in (a) U& [with the ^ doubled 
(Jh, Sn)], which is hard stone ; and says IS, one of the 

names of JdbLJt the vain, unreal, naught; and is said to 

be the mirage, as >-v4^ ' (J-* V 4 ^' -Falser than the mirage 

(A): (a) IS says that they sometimes add an I to it, 

sa y in g \Sy*& [272] (Jh,Md, A) : ( b) the letter which, 
but for the indication of augmentativeness, would be 
ambiguous, is the first ^ (Sn) : (y) the first ^ is decided 

to be aug, (A), [so that] L^j is Jii^ ( Jh, Md), because 

Juuti is not found in the language (Jh, Md, A), while 
there is no obscurity about the augmentativeness of the 
<5 in such as v*s\S {5 red (A) : (S) the ^ s are not 
both rad., because ^ is not rad. with trils. in the non- 
reduplicated : nor are they both aug., because a n. is not 
formed of two letters : nor is the second ^ the aug., 

because Ju*i, with Fath of the o, is not found in the 
language ; while Jclxi , which is found, has Kasr of the 

G y 

o ; so that, if the second <5 were aug., ^^ , with Kasr of 
the initial, \vould be said, like Jj& [374] and *jj^ skil- 
ful : and therefore the first must be the aug. (IY) : 
(6) oo^yft 'Izwit [675], w 7 hich is the name of a place ; 
and is said to be also [an ep,, meaning] short : («) the 
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is decided to be tad., and the & [below] and ^ aug. 
because its measure cannot be joyti , since this is not 
found in the language ; nor JuJLxi , because the ^ is not 
rad. in quads. [675] ; nor s^oyii , because the word be- 
conies without a J : so that its measure must be ouJLjl* , 

9 c 

like v^i -i* [646] (A) : (£) A's mention of the & [in 
si^j^yD ] as aug. is unnecessary, since it is not imagined 
[by any one] to be rad. (Sn). When three rads. other 
than the ^ are found, the ^ is aug., whether it be at 

the beginning, as in ^JL> [below] and y^, strikes [404] ; 
or in the middle, as in +#>* [349] and (3a-U [calamity 
(MAR)] ; or at the end, as in ^ UJU I the nights 
[255], And similarly with four or more rods., when 
the 55 is non-initial, as in ^^Ua-^ [398], Jua«1Lw [368, 
401], and xIaAJLI [399] : whereas, if it be initial, with 
four rads. after it, then, if the word be a v., like -l^Lju 
roZZs cfowi [404], in this case also the ,5 is aug. ; but, if 

not, it is rad. } as in J^jU^o [below] (ft). The <^ is 
made aug., (1) in the n., when (a) first, as in m^Xj 
[mirage (Sn)] ; (b) second, as in pkLo [373] ; (c) third, 
as in s^x^' [385] ; (d) fourth, as in a^J^ [385] ; (e) fifth, 
as in xjubsxJU/ [above] ; (f) sixth, as in y^As UJua magnet, 
lode-stone, [which is arabicized (Jh, KF)]; (g) seventh, 
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as in *Sj> I yJL± [with a single & , meaning pride (Sn)] : (2) 
in the v., when (a) first, as in v woj [above] ; (b) second, 
as in CklS [671] ; (c) third, according to those who autho- 
rized Jlii [482] among the formations of vs., as [ aitj CuLL 
His judgment was unsound and (A on the Augmented 

Triliteral Verb)] U^ (A), i. e., kic Z?e blundered (A on 
the Augmented Triliteral Verb), which refers to the two 
vs. before it, as SBd says, though, in the [Jh and] KF, 
the first v. is not mentioned at all, but only [the inf. n. 
of the second^., vid.] SUb^ , w T hich is interpreted in various 
senses, among them weakness, [incapacity (Jh),] flag- 
ging, and unsoundness, [and infit mity (Jh, KF),] of 
judgment (Sn on the Augmented Triliteral Verb); (d) 
fourth, as in ^S^J<3 (A\ e. g. k^lUj? I put on him a SlLLl/ 
cap [675], where &xJLji [482] also is said (Sn); (e) fifth, 
as in ^4^^ I wore a cap ; (f) sixth, as in ^^JjtiJuL I [482, 
483] (A), i.e., / blept on my back (Sn). The following 
are [additional] exs. of the aug. ^ :— (1) when first, li *; 
and ^U^ [372] ; and, in the v., dJju sits [482] : (2) when 
second, vJ^li [373] : (3) when third, <!L^ [671]: (4) 

when fourth, kLS^ [385], y±>fo vestibule, [which is 

Persian (Jh, Jk), arabicized (Jh),] and jujas [396]: 

(5) when fifth, J^.^zLl [283] : (6) when sixth, l**S£lk 

119a 
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[283] and ^u.^Ui dim. and broken pl t of ^JxId [678], 
according to what As transmits. We know the & to be 
aug. in all of that, because it is not rad. in words of 
three or more \rad.] letters. As for *l*a**> spur [of 
the cock (Jh, KF)], the two ^ s in it are rad., even 
though three rad. letters are with you, because th§ 
word is compounded of ^ twice [uttered] ; so that the 
first <5 is rad., lest the word remain with [only] one 
letter, vid, the ^o ; and, since the first ^ is rad., the 
second ^ also is rad., because it is the first repeated. 
And hence <IJl=*^ I called [goats (Jh, KF)] and ^£Lt 
[673], where the ^ is rad., because it is the first repeat- 
ed ; while their measure is oJJjii . the o.f. being v^JL^JL^ 
and ^li : ti , but the first ^ being converted into I be- 
cause of the Fatha before it, as they say J^LT for Ji^uu 
[684]. And similarly vsJIsjii I clucked and ouL^*^ [673], 
where the second ^ is rad., because it is the first [ . ] 
repeated, their o.f. being cL^p and ^i^6^6 , the second 
[ j ] of which is converted into & , because it occurs fourth, 

as in vioyit and <LJjzS\ [629]. Ifitbesaid "Then why is it 
not aug., as in ^LZsXL anc * ^4**^ [673]?", the reply is that, 
if this were so, v£Jj>y> and \s*Ldy& would become of the cat. 
of ^Xj was agitated, flurried and ^JJJ* ivas loose, slack, 

which is small, while the cat. of oJOJand vs*<UJU> [332] ia 
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more numerous, and only the more numerous is acted 
upon. And, if it be said "Then make the ^ in them 
aug., as in ciolc^o I collected [675]and viJLs Li [482] ", the 
reply is that, if this were done, they would become of 
the cat. of ^f p and ^o^ [357, 671], whose o and c are 
homogeneous, which is smaller than [the cat. of] J»k^* 
and J^U [above] (IY). When the ^ is initial, then, if 

followed by three rods., it is aug., as in aJJJ above ; but, 
if followed by four rads., in any [formation] other than 

the aor. [above], it is rad., like the ^ in \^*xL^ [401, 
678] (A), upon the measure of J^JJLxi [401] (Sn), 
because the derivation does not indicate augmentative- 
ness in such cases, except in the aor. [404, 497] (A), 

s 

like ' wL Jo [above] (Sn). jytxJ^ [in the poem of 'Urwa 
( Jh) Ibn AlWard al'AbsI, who says 

/ obeyed those ivho bade (me) to part from Salmd : 
then they fled away into the regions of AlYasta'ur 
(ISk),] is the name of a place (Jrb, A), a district 
(R) in AlHijaz (R, A), near the stony ground of 
AlMadlna (Jrb), remote, entered by hardly any one 
(ISk) : and it is [also the name of (A)] a tree, [the 
wood of] which is used for tooth-picks (Jrb, A), its 
tooth-picks being extremely good (KF); and a cloth 
put upon the crupper of the camel ; and one of the 

Digh 
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names of calamities (Jrb); and [i. q. JJoLJ! the vain, 
unreal, naught, because (R)] ^^xJLlM ^ C&b He, or 
It, went into, i. e., came to, naught is said (R, Jrb), 
i. e., JJbuJl ^i (Jrb). As for ->^b Yct'jaj, which is 
the name of a place [eight miles from Makka (MI)], 
the <^ at its beginning is rad., that being indicated by 
the display of the reduplication ; whereas, if the & were 
aug n Js^Ij would be from * I , aor. — LT ; and it would 

be necessary to incorporate, and say — £ [482], like 

{joSlj is choked and (jsdiS lowers : so that, since they do 
not incorporate, this indicates that the last — is aug., 
for co-ordination with the paradigm of J*jL*> [392] ; for 
which reason they do not incorporate, since, if they 
incorporated, the object would be nullified, and the 
commensurability would cease. But some of the Tradi- 
tionists pronounce the [first (Bk, MI)] _ with Kasr, 
saying *>s»Lj : and, if what they transmit be correct, the 
^5 is aug.y because there is no Jik^ , with Kasr of the 
vj , in the language ; and the display of the reduplica- 
tion is anomalous, of the same class as [in] s^xssJo 
Mahbab [4] (IY). 

§, 675. The ^ , like the I [673], is not made aug. 
when initial: aud their saying J^J^ [671, 677] is like 
JJL^^ [671] (M), the j in it being part of the word 
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itself; while the ^ [677] is aug., co-ordinating [it] with 
J^lll [393, 401], its measure being JJiii [395] (IY). 
The opinion of the majority [674] is that the ^ is not 
made aug. when initial, because of its heaviness, as 
some say : but, as others say, because, if made aug. [at 
the beginning] when pronounced with Pamm, it would 
be regularly convertible into Hamza [683] ; and similarly 
when pronounced with Kasr, although conversion of the 
[ . ] pronounced with Kasr into Hamza is less frequent ; 
and, when pronounced with Fath, it would be liable to 
conversion into Hamza, because the initials of the n. 
and v.- are pronounced with Damra in the dim. [274] 
and pass. [436, 482], respectively : so that, since making 
it aug. at the beginning would lead to its conversion 
into Hamza, they avoid doing so, because conversion of 
the • into Hamza would sometimes occasion confusion 
(A) with the word whose [initial] Hamza is original, 
unconverted, as in Jjfj lejt, which, in the pass. [ ^1 
xoas left], is liable to conversion of the • into Hamza, 
in which case it would be confounded with J^l was 
eaten, the Hamza cf which is rad. (Sn). Some, 
however, assert that the ^ of j^jjj [above] is aug., 
extraordinarily, because the ^ is not rad. in quads. : but 
this is weak, because it leads to the formation Jotli : , 
which is not found ; while the correct [opinion] is that 
the j is rad., and that the J is aug., as in J<aa^J i. q. 
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&-&** a mode of walking with the toes turned in y and 
the heels turned out (A), or, as A afterwards says, i. q. 

«o^ Go O o 

-^s^i I [681] (Sn), and in JjotX# i. q. *j^ [a worn- 
out garment (Sn)], since there are precedents for 
the augroentativeness of the J when final, contrary 
to the augmentativeness of the ^ when initial (A). 
When not initial, [but medial, with three or more 
rad. letters (IY),] it is only aug., as in *>"l* 
[373] and Ji^ [482], )'yL2 a lion [253] and^yaj 
\threw into a pit (IY)], 8^*j5 [283, 385], ^lyili [283, 
389], and i^xXs [254, 390, 674], except when that [in- 
dication of radicalness] intervenes which is [found] in 

oo^Cfi- [674] (M). In that [position as medial, with three 

• * ** 

or more rads.^] it occurs (1) second, as in y&y^ [369] 
and ^y^> [674]; (2) third, as in J^tXi [671] and 
Jj*pf <J-^; The man swaggered in his walk; (3) fourth, 
as in S^iy and ^1^^ [above], ^Yy=>\ and ^y^\ [482] ; 

(4) fifth, as in L T ljll [368, 401] and ^^li [398, 676] 
(IY). The y is made aug., (l) in the n., when (a) second, 
as in ^ [671] : (b) third, as in * )f kk [369, 673] : (c) 
fourth, as in g^£ [248,301]: (d) fifth, as iu.H^lUs 
[above] : (e) sixth, as in ^ 5 Lki^l [272] (A), with Damm 

of the Hamza and v 1 as in the KF 5 hnt with Fat ^ of 
the Hamza on the authority of Syt and Dm (Sn) : (2) 
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in the t;., when (a) second, as in &>*=> [above]: (b) third, 
as in Vj^ [482, 671 J (A), i. e., raised his voice: (a) as 
for J ^|i Jahtvar, like y^ [392], it is the name of a 
place (Sn) : (c) fourth, as in ^S°^S1\ I [482, 671] (A). 

§. 676. The case of the * , in respect of augmen- 
tativeness, is [exactly (IY)] like that of the Hamza [672]. 
For the position of its augmentativeness is [mostly ( Jrb)] 
where it occurs as an initial in trils., because the Hauiza 
is [uttered] from the first outlet of the throat, vid. what is 
next to the thorax [732] ; while the ^ is [uttered] from 
the lips, which are the first outlet from the other end 
[of the vocal organs] : so that the * [like the Hamza] is 
made aug. when initial, in order that their two outlets 
may correspond to the position of their augmentativeness 
(IY, Jrb). And, when non-initial [below], they are not 
judged to be aug., except when some indication shows 
them to be so (Jrb). But [the Hamza is made aug. in 
the n. and v.; whereas (Jrb)] the * is made aug. only in 
the n. [253] (IY, Jrb). The r is not made aug. in the 
v., [being one of the augments of ns. f wherein vs. have no 
portion (IY)] : and, for that reason, [the saying of 'Umar 
(ID, Jh, IY, KF), according to Jh, but, rightly, of the 
Apostle of God, transmitted by Abu Hadrad, the Compa- 

nion (KF),] t^oJuuS Imitate the sons of Ma' add is cited 

as evidence that the ^ of Jut* [375] is rad.\ while such as 
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^il!3 [332, 482, 483], g;J^, and jjols are not 
taken into account (M), being rare, like the [v.] derived 
from the n. by means of an augment, as Jlsu^I He said 
aJUt ^Isxaa* [41] and Jjwa* He said &JU tX+^Jt I. 1. 

[141, 504]. On the whole, however, the * when initial 
is aug. more often than the Hamza when initial (IY). 
It is universally made aug. in the act. part. [343], pass, 
part. [347], inf. n. [333], n. of time and place [361], 
and instrumental n. [366]. That is recognizable by the 
derivation ; and, if anything be uncertain [in derivation], 
it is made to accord with what is known. Thus the * in 
^jjJo Marnbij [below] the name of a city, is aug., and 
^ rad., since you may not make them both rod., be- 
cause there is no J*> with Kasr of the o among o. fs. ; 
nor both aug., because the infi. word would remain with 
[only] two letters, the w and : so that one of them 
must be rad., and the other aug.; and we judge the * to 
be aug., because the ^ [677] is rarely aug. when second 
(Jrb). ^jJ^o [below] is made to accord with JxiLo [671] 

and *1 7 ^ [333, 361] the unknown being made to accord 
with the known. And, as for &%* [above] and & ^ 
[375, 673], their predicament, and their variance fiom 
this rule, have been already mentioned (R). The deri- 
vation of Jot* is from [one of] two things, Juu> being 
either Jjla* from OtXfc number, as though it were ^ Julo , 
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and then the o were incorporated ; or [transferred] from 
duLi [4], which is the flesh on the lower portion of the 
horse's shoulder-blade, and [in accordance with the 
latter view] I account its derivation to be from Cw> 1. q. 
k*&> hardiness (ID). As for ^ll* , [Mz says that its 
origin is foreign : but (Jk),] if it be foreign [673], 
still, beincr arabicized as an indet., [not as a mere 
proper name,] it is treated as Arabic ; [and the Arabs 
make the * part of the word itself (Jk)] : so that its ^ is 
rod., because of their saying yx* and y>x^ [673], which 
are Jii and JyuJ; whereas, if the ^ in ^v*^ were cwg. } 
and those paradigms were formed from it, ^-^c and ^-ys. 
would be said (IY). The * is made aug. on three condi- 
tions, (1) that it be initial, (2) that it be followed by 
three rods, only, and (3) that it be not inseparable in 
derivation. That [combination of conditions] is [found in] 
such as lX-sXw^o [361] and *>aa^ [above], [which, says Jh, 
is the name of a "place (Tsr),] contrary to such as (a) 
jiUL4 [lion, because the * is not initial (Tsr)]; (b) jL|x 
[cradle, because the * is not followed by three rads. 
(Tsr)] ; (c) J^^Ly^ [or ^^j^ (below)] (Aud), i. q. 
iJtySOyo marjoram, [the arabicized form of ^J sali 
dead ear, the ^ of which they pronounce with Fath 
(KF),] a sweet-smelling plant, because the * is not 
followed by three rads. only, but by more (Tsr); 

120 a 

Dh f. 
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and (d) yc I* [soft wool (Tsr)], because they say ^^ 

y&Cv° a garment made of soft tvool, retaining the ^ 
[inseparably (Tsr)] in derivation (Aud), with which 
[argument] IM refutes the saying of S that the * 
in it is aug. [below]. It is also a condition of the 
augmentativeness of the ^ that its word should not b% a* 
quad, composed of two letters [repeated], like Jo£* 
marble, alabaster and xi^Jo vast desert (Tsr). What 
fulfils the conditions mentioned is judged to be aug. so 
long as no indication of radicalness is opposed to such 
judgment. For, if an indication of radicalnesa be* 
opposed to it, one acts as required by the indication, as 
in the * of J^lx> [cc comb, and a cooking-pot of stone or 
copper (Sn)], yyJuuo manna, [& thing, like honey, exceeded 

by the *U3 panic-grass, wiLc gigantic swallow-wort, and 
oJk , dwarf-tamarisk (Sn),] and <5V*Lo [272] (A) or ^yi 
[above] or ily^po [273], with Kasr, and sometimes Fath, 
of the * in all (Sn), which is judged to be rad., although it 
is followed by three rads. [only]. As for j^> lo [above], 
the opinion of S and most GG is that its * is rod., 
because of their saying <*->}*} I vdS LsJ I J^> yo The tveavar 

wove the cloth decorated with figured ivork called J^J ** 
[below] (A) ; whereas, if the * were aug., they would, say 
^>\ by eliding it (Sn) : IKh says a The J^> U* iska^clptlv 
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worked with circles like the J^l^c [above], which are 

cooking-pots of copper" (A), or of stone (Sn). But 

AAMr holds that the ^ of Jc*yo is aw#., relying 

upon the rule mentioned ; and pronounces its reten- 
tion in derivation to be like the retention of the ^ 

in ^jXJmj [above] from ixSiLe lowliness , JtWS from 
Jo JOuo [379], and p;J^> £>«£ o^ *&e *L&> Joo tunic, where 
the * is cn«(/. ; though he has no argument in that, 
because the most frequent [formation] is ^xLo [483], 
JtUi' , and g^Jo , which, Mz says, is the most frequent 
in the language of the Arabs. As for ^axa [above], 
two sayings about it are reported from S, one that 
the p is ang. ; and the other that it is rod., because 

ot their saying ^^ajujcj l^ocj They went gathering sykk* 
[above], which is [here said by A to be] a kind of truffle. 
And as for \£f?y* [above], S holds its % to be aug. 
[above] : but some, and among them IM, hold it to be 
rod., because of their saying y^-*° tlLf 'wrapper made 
of \Syfjf > n °t yfc^jo (A) ; while IM, says IUK, avers that 
S is bound to agree that it is rad. in ^Sr^r* » or to differ 
[from the opinion that it is racZ.] in the whole (Sn). 
The language of IM [and Jib and IHSh] intimates that 
(A), when non-initial [above] (R), [i. e. J when medial or 

Digit* 
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final (A), the ^ is not judged to be aug., except by reason 
of some [plain (R)] indication, as in (1) qoa$£> [384, 
681. A] (R,A), JijLo , jk-Uo [below] (A) in some MSS, 
but, in other MSS, ua.+h [below], and JqJua* , [all with 
Damm of the first, Fath' of the second, and Kasr of the 

o - G * 

penultimate (Sn),] because of their saying <jo5b c*<> [246] 
or uo.Jj , and u! iOuJo I made it glitter : (a) Mz holds 
that the ^ in ^xi^ [and its fellows, adds IUK (Sn),] is 

S s 9 O • 

rac?., although {ja^o agrees with yo^o in sense ; so that 

G • 

according to him, it is of the cat. of k*.», long, extended 
andy*!*, [245, 392, 679, 681] (A), i. e., of syns. agree- 
ing in the bulk of the letters, the s not being aug., but rad. } 
since it is not one of the letters of L^y**) L«# [671], nor 

G s 9 

a duplicate of a rad. (Sn) : (b) as for ^^Us sour, as 

ijOjUs ^J sour milk, as though it jjLJJ! ^Py** tvere 
biting the tongue, the * in it is am*/., because of the deriva- 
tion [just] mentioned by us, derivation being decisive in 
its indication, without regarcPto the rarity of augtnenta- 
tiveness in that position, since they are agreed that the 

Hamza and ^ in. Jls\Ju£ and y&yl [382] are aug % , because 

of their saying <^<».s and y^ in the same sense, although 
two augments are not combined at the beginning of a 
n. not conformable to a f. [331] : (c) the ^ in ^ U y* also, 
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which, according to what As transmits, is a name of the 
lion, is dug., its paradigm being JU*3 , because it is 

from (j* Ise crushing : this is a sound derivation, since he 
is said to crush the prey, so that it is crushed beneath 
him ; and he is also called ^^ [strong (Jh, KF), from 
the crushing (Jh), or ravenous (KF)], as says the poet 

Strong in the two fore-arms, a master of springing, 
mighty in his make, strong or ravenous, treading softly ; 

9 « 9 

and this is a proof that the * is cm/, here (IY) : (2) py^ 
[below] (R,A) and its cat., [i. e., every triL to whose final 
a * is added for multiplication of the letter, and intensi- 

o y o 9 o • 

fication of the sense (Sn),] as ^ [667, 671], +&)<> [an 
old woman, and an aged she-camel whose teeth are 
broken (Sn)], + \y* > [like _ o^ or ^am* (392), a she-camel 
a#ed, or having some remains of youth in her, or old and 

G , o y 

giving little milk (Sn),] j»^wj [a spacious place, and a 
man easy in mind (Sn)], and (>£>)£ [with Kasr of the 
two o s, a woman that comes and goes by night, and an 

4" O 9 

aged she-camel (Sn)], because they are from &s.v 
blueness, &Ju* [667], (j^Jul coming out, \y6 niggardly 

Gs G • • ... ® -- o 

and H\w^ *i>u a she -camel giving little milk, _L*aj| 
fceingr spacious^ and o * t> losing one's teeth, becoming 

9 • © tf 

toothless, the g^ai. from which is jw^l toothless and 
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djd (A), on the measure of — *i [84&] (Sn). When 
the p p ecedes three letters, one of which admits of 
being rad. or aug., th6 * is judged to be aug., and that 
ambiguous [letter] to be rad., unless some indication 
exists to the contrary: and therefore the * of <<**>** 
[673] and oy^o [674] is judged to be aug. ; while, as td 
the * of j.^0 [shield (Sn)], two sayings are transmitted 

from S, the sounder of which is that it is aug. : but, 
if some indication shows the * to be rad., one judges 

in accordance therewith, as the * of o<Xgjc Mahdady 

[a woman's name (Sn),] ^nd ^2»Le Ma'jaj, [a place 
(Sn),] is judged to be rad., and one of the tw© 
similar letters to be aug., since, if the * were aug., 

the measure would be Juia* , so that incorporation 
would be necessary [712]; though Sf allows the * of 

od^A and ^>^U to be aug,, their dissolution [of incor- 
poration] being anomalous, like that of J^^l in 

(A), by Abu-nNajm al'Ijli, Praise be to God, the High, 
the Most Great, the Giver of bounty , ^c Liberal Giver, 
the Munificent! (MN, Jsh). When the r precedes 

four or more rads., as in [jtj^) ^* (above) or] J^fsxi^yi 
marjoram, [the arabicized form of Ji<y&) y* mouse-ear 
(KF),] it is judged to be rad., except when the word 
containing it is one of the ns. connected >vith vs. [33d,] 
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000, 9 „ • * > 

like r j*> Joo an act. part. [343], and _^=>tXvo a pass. 
part. [347] and a n. of time or place [363] (R). As for 
^y^vJuo [398, 675], S has two sayings about it, the 
sounder of which is that the ^ is rad., the ^ after it 
rod., and the second ^a J; the word being quad, in 
origin, but the second ^ being repeated in order that it 
maybe co-ordinated with .b^i^^x [368,401]; and its 
paradigm being J^JULxi . And, as for ^a^sjuc ballista, 
the * in it is rad., and the ^ after it aug., because 

they say in its />Z. <juj U^c [283] and <j^ L^u?, the elision 
of the [first] ^ in the pi. being an indication of its aug- 
mentativeness ; and, since it is established that the 
[first] ,j is aug., the * is judged to be rad., in order that 
two aitgs, may not be combined at the beginning of a-n., 
that [combination] not being found, except in what is con- 
formable to its v. [below], as (jJlJa** [382] and — ^^Uw* 
[387]. This is the opinion of S and Mz ; and, according: 
to them, its measure is J^-Lui , like ^ *juLc [283, 290, 
674], Others, however, say that the fiist ^ and the * 
are augs., together, inasmuch as some of the- Arabs say. 
^UJL^ meaning- We shot them with the ballista-, while 
AU transmits from some of ' the Arabs <JhLs\J UJvLe 
We have not ceased* to shoot with the ballista ; and, 
accordingto this, its measure is Juxiu : but the correct 

Dig 
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opinion is that of S, because of their saying, in the broken 
pi, ^xj l^v* [above] (IY). The * is made aitg. when (1) 
first, as in ^.-o spaciousness [60]: (2) second, as in 
ooXoo [above]: (3) third, as in u^lJo [above]: (4) 

G J O 9 6 s 9 

fourth, as in *.^\ [above]: (5) fifth, as in p;Ly* sturdy, 
strongly made, because it is from ^u6 , which is strength 
of make ; but IU holds that in *;U-o it is rad. : (a) Jh 

O x 9 

says in the Sahah " The ^ , lx*5 in the strongly made 
lion " (A). 

§. 677. The ^ , (l) when final, is made aug. upon 

the two conditions [672] (Aud) mentioned for the final 

Hamza, vid. that it be preceded by an t , and that this 

I be preceded by more than two rads. [below], the 

substantive and ep. being alike in that respect (Tsr), as 
© 

in 'jQ& [250, 274, 385] and J^lXt [250, 348] ; contrary 

to such as ^Ul protection and ^li-** spear-head (Aud), 
where the | is preceded by two rads,, not by more than 
two (Tsr) ; (a) it is prescribed as a [third] condition for 
augmentativeness of the [final] ^ , in addition to what 
has been mentioned, that the excess of what precedes 
the I over two letters should not be a reduplication of a 
rad., [i. e., of the o , not of any rad. unrestrictedly, 
otherwise A's saying u and this condition is imported 
etc. " (below) would not quite hold good (Sn)] ; so that 
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the [final] ^ in such as ^L^jl?* [with Kasr of the first 

Go G o 

, orig. yj^<^ head of a rib, like ****-** (below) (Sn),] 
is rod., not aug. : and this condition is imported [above] 
from IM's saying " And judge [all (IA)] the letters of 

* i.w [671, 674] to be rod." (A), because ^l^u^ is ong. 

O © Go 

^gv;,^ , like *^4-w , as above stated : (b) apparently this 
[third] condition ought to be put in the [final] Hamza 
[672] also, though A has not mentioned it there (Sn) : 
(c) the general rule is for this ! and ^j to be affixed to 

' ° ' i 9 s C if- 

the eps. whose jem. is ^Xxi [272], as ^jL^ [above], 

^llki [250, 348, 385], and J^tJCl [250], because eps. 
are more fit for augmentation than substantives ; inas- 
much as they resemble vs. [330], and the v. is more 
adapted to augmentation than the n. ; while the au^- 
mentativeness of the [ I and] ^ in substantives, such as 

Q 

^'/•^ [4] and ^Uic [above] is because they are made to 
accord with eps. : (d) in this sort [of formation], there- 
fore, judge them to be awj., unless some indication 
points to the contrary, as S says that the of ^ i !J 
[with Damm, a tree of which spears are made (Jh on 
)f ), spears, n. un. £y (Jh on ^ ),] is rod. ; and 
that ^ is [ J& (Jh)]from sSy i. q. ^J sojtncss, 
smoothness: (a) ^y Marran, with Fath [of its first 
(Bk)] and doubling [of its second (Bk)] f is* the name of 

121a 
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a, place (Jrb), [a journey of] two nights from Makka, on 
the road to AlBasra, wherein is the grave of Tamim 
Ibn Murr ( Jh) : (e) as for <jUa3 [having beautiful long 
hair (MAR)], the derivation teaehes us that three 
rads. f exclusively of the I and ^ , are not attainable in 
the word, since it is [ Jlxxi (T)] from <j^i [branch (T), 
£oc& o/ 7iatV, £rcss] ; and similarly in ,jLu^ Hassan 
[below] and <jlo ^U^ [7], when triptote, we recognize, 
by the triptote declension, that the <j is one of the three 
rads. (R) : (f ) ^L^ [below] is either from * JU I y^a. 
meaning Killed the people quickly,, aor. ^ , inf. n. 

2 ' o > Go* 

{Jt ^> ; or from ^.^ beauty: and, if it be from ,j*w^ , 
the ,j is rac?. ; but, if it be from y*.^ , the <j is a^. 
(ID) : analogy requires the ^ to be aug. } and (jLL.^ to 
be diptote, in accordance with the most frequent [usage, 
vid. that the | and ^ , when final, are aug t ] ; but it may 
be derived from ^^^ , in which case the ^ is rac£. , aud 
it is triptote : (g) [the <jL-> of] <jLp ^u^ is properly 
^%ti [from yjts ^ I ^i ^>i* went away through the land } 
i. q. vJ/#6 (IY on §. 7)], and diptote : but it may be 

JUi from \J> ^ I ^» ^^i* i. q. ^#6 [above] ; and, accord- 
ing to this, it is triptote, because the ^ in it is rad. 
(IY) : (h) the looseness of IM's language [in the Alfiya, 
"And the ^j at the end is like the Haruza" (672),J 

* 
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requires the ^ to be clearly aug. in the case where a 

> a - 5 a > 

double letter, as in ^L*;* [above] and ^jU ^ pomegranate 
[below], or a [sound] letter and a soft letter, as in <jL&c 

[native gold (Sn)] and ,jty^ superscription, title are 
interposed between the t and the o ; and this looseness 
is in agreement with the opinion of the majority, who 

y a -* ^ o 

judge the ^ in such as ^u^ and ^^ to be az^., 
unless some indication shows it to be rod., because 
the diptote declension of ^L*^ in the saying of the 
poet [Umayya Ibn Khalaf alKhuza'i, satirizing Hassan 
(MN, Sn) Ibn Thabit alAnsari (MN)J 

\Now who will be conveying to Hassan from me a 
message carried from town to town, that will creep to 
4 Ukdz ? (MN, Sn)] shows its ^ to be aug. : but in the 
Tashli and the Kafiya he holds the ^ in that case to be 
like the Hainza in equality of the two alternatives, 
neither of which is negligible except by reason of 
some indication ; and this is the opinion of some of the 
ancients : (i) some add another condition for the aug- 
mentativeness of the ^ when final, vid. that it should 
not be in a n. whose first is pronounced with Damm, 
and whose second is doubled, when [such n. is] a name 

a a > 

of a plant, as ^1*^ [above], in which case they make it 

o a » 

rad n because JUi in names of plants is more frequent 
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than ^ji^jti ; and IM adopts this [opinion] in the Kafiya r 
but it is refuted by the fact that augmentativeness of 
the I and ^ , when final, is more frequent than the 
occurrence of [the name of] a plant upon [the measure 
of] Jl*i ; while the opinion of Khl and S is that the ^ 
of ^Lcx is aw/. : S says "I asked him", i. e„ Khl, 

a about ^>Lc* when used as a [proper] name; and he 
said ' I do not decline it as a triptote in the det.' , [i. e., 
when it is a proper name (Sn),] 'but make it accord 
with the most frequent [usage],' [vid. augmentativeness 
of the I and ^ (Sn),] ' since it has no meaning whereby 
it is recognizable ' ", [i. e., because it has no sign whereby 
the state of its ^ is recognizable (Sn)] : (j) Akh, 

O C5 9 

however, says " Its ^ is rad., like [the final of] ^IvS 
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[chamomile (Sn)] and ^U^ [384], because Jlxi is more 
frequent than ^ i^i " , meaning u in [the names of] 
plants" : and the correct [opinion] is what he holds, not 
because of what he mentions, [since it is refuted, as 
before explained, by the fact that augmentativeness of 
the I and ^, when final, is more frequent than the 
occurrence of (the name of) & plant upon (the measure 
of) JUi (Sn)] ; but because the ^ is retained in denva- 
tion, as RJOo^o ^^1 [364]; whereas, if the ^ were aug., 

they would say *U *» (A) : (2) when medial, is made aug. 
upon three conditions, that it be exactly in the middle 



( 1155 ) 
between four [letters (A)], that it be quiescent, and that 
it be unincorporated, as in Jjuah [lion (Tsr)], JJLJLc. 
[384, 671], Sil'jS [671], J2IIL [283], and j£y, [671, 
675] ; contrary to ~yx. ambergris, [where it is preceded 

by one letter, and followed by two (Tsr),] <J*y>£- 
stork, crane, [an aquatic bird, long in the neck, where it 
is mobile, not quiescent (Tsr),] and <j«J^c [below] (Aud) 
a bulky, [hardy, strong (KF)] he-camel, where it is in- 
corporated (Tsr) : (a) the ^ in what contains the restric- 
tions mentioned is regularly aitg., because of three 
matters, (a) that it there occurs in the place of what is 
certainly mtg., like the ^ of gtWw [395], the ^ of 
Jsl Sj [395], and the t of ^i I J^ [395, 673] and ^ o L^L 
[395] ; (6) that it is mostly interchangeable with the 
soft letter, as in their saying da3^i [671] and eolw£ , 
[like iajiLfr thick, corpulent (Sn),] for thick in the hands, 
JJ^yL and jte\f> for burly, and ^Llib^c [with Fath 
of the p and * , quiescence of the ^ , and Fath of the ,jj 
(Sn)] and ^Uaib ^& [400] for a plant ; (c) that it is found 
to be aug. in every [word] whose derivation or variation 
is known, [such as J^^ fr° m '^JJus^ (671) (Sn),] 

G - © -<- *" 

with which the others, [like vis-o wco (Sn),] are made to 
accord (A) : (b) they say ^jX> ^ [392, 395], where the 
[first] ^ is aag., because of what we have mentioned, 
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[vid. that this is a position where the ^ is frequently 
aug.~] ; and sometimes ^jS** [392], with elision of the 
[first] ^ : (c) they say o Jo^ i. q. ^>Lo /iarc£, where the 
,j is a^., because of what we have mentioned, vid. that 
this is a position where the ^ is frequently aug., [and 
because it is elided in the var. o^ (below)] ; while the 

last 4> also is a^., co-ordinating odJ>j£. with J^^Lw 
[401] (IY) : (d) the first restriction [mentioned by IHsh 
above, vid. that the ^ should be medial,] excludes the ^ 
occurring as an initial [below], which is rad., as in JuLgj 
[wolf (Sn)] ; unless some indication decide it to be aug., 

G «^ 

as in y^^vi narcissus, [681. A], because, if the ^ wee 

ft o^ 

mc£., its measure would be JJ.*i [with Kasr of the first 

J (Sn)], which is not found [392] : (e) the second restric- 
tion, [vid. that the ,j should be exactly in the middle 
between four letters,] excludes such as * \JaJ3 a hundred 
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weight, Jo J^Jo [253, 396, 674], ^yLs^ a bunch, ^.djj* 
[253, 401], and v^J J0L& nightingale^ where it is rad. : 
unless some indication decide it to be cm/., as in (a) 
u^aa^ Mem, because it is from ^^-ut frowning ; (6) JJ>lL=» 
[254, 681, A], because of their saying Ju^T oJfo^ [2%e 

G xo ^ 

camels ate much colocynth (Sn)]; (c) Ju*jL£ [373], 
because it is from ^iL^c (/omjf siviftly ; (d) tXj^ [374], 
because it is from their saying ^^ fc^xi a hard thing 
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[above], i. e., JU> ; ■ (e) Jl^lT [394, 671], [with Fath or 
Daintu of the s_> (Sn),] because they say, in place of it, 

J^gi" [with Fath of the ^ (Sn)], and because of the 
unprecedented ness [of the formation in the dial. var. 
with Damm of the u]on the assumption of radicalness, 
[together with inclusion in the narrower of two cats., 
since unprecedentedness ensues on the assumption of 
augmentativeness also, as there is among measures no 

JJLxi with Damm of the doubled J , so there is among 

them no JJjOi with Damm of the first J (Sn)] : (f) the 
third restriction, [vid. that the ^ should be quiescent,] 

excludes such as (jju^t [above], which is [an aquatic 

O Jo? 

bird, and (Sn)] the exalted chief [396], ^^j^ a kind of 
tree, and ^IxfKiina'bll, [with a quiescent Hamza, the 
name of a place in AlYaman — so in the Tsr (Sn),] 
where the ^ is rad., since there is no o^y** or J^Lxi or 
JuJUxi in the language : (g) the fourth [restriction, vid. 
that the ^ should not be incorporated,] excludes such as 

G c ^ ^ 

^pj^t [above] (A) : (a) here the augmentativeness of 
the ^ contends with the augmentativeness of reduplica- 
tion ; and reduplication prevails, because it is more 
frequent : (6) the measure of <j~a^l& is held to be JLIx3 

G = ^ , 

[396], like ^J^ [strong (Jh, KF, Sn), firmly made 
(Jh, KF)] : but AH says " What I hold is that the two 
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■yj s are cm#., its measure being Juxi (A, Tsr) ; and the 
proof is that we find the two ^ sto be aug. in those 

words whose derivation is recognizable, as ialsSa [with a 

double ^ (Sn), fat, flabby (KF),] and dSf\ [ short and 

mean-looking ( Jh)], which are from i$o Uuo [bigness of 

belly (Sn)] and J^ [toalk of the croiv (Sn)] ; so that 
those whose derivation is not recognizable are made to 
accord with them" (A): (3) when initial [above], is 
made aug. in the aor. [404] (Aud), as u^ii We strike 
(Tsr). The ^ is regularly made aug. in (1) the aor., as 
^woi [above] ; (2) JUaM and its variations, like <j>SUa3| 
[332, 667], [ijl&l (483), ^JLkli (382), etc.]; (3) 
JiUx.it [and its variations], like *Lsblj^! [332, 667], 
[ *a$j&-I (495), etc.] : and the reason why IM is silent 
about them is only that they are manifest. He does 
not mention the Tanwln [608, 678, 679], the ^ of the 
du. [228] or pi [234], the sign of the ind. in the five 
paradigms [405], the ^ of protection [170], and the 
corrob. ^ [610], because these are specific augments ; 
while the intent of the [present] chapter is to specify 
the augments needing specification because of their 
being so mixed up with the rads. of the word as to 
become [like] part of them (A), The ^ is made aug. y 
when(l) first, as in y^i [above]; (2) second, as in 
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$bl^ [above] ; (3) third, as in jZLkh [above] ; (4) fourth, 
as in Zjllj [375, 671] ; (5) fifth, as in (A, Tsr) ^Uii 
[above] (A) [and] Ju^ [250] (Tsr) ; (6) sixth, as in 

l)\'y£) [283, 399] ; (7) seventh, as in (A, Tsr) ^\^y^ 

[283, 400] (A) or (Sn) ^l^X** [400], which is a stueet- 
smelling plant (Tsr, Sn). In other cases it is rad., 

except in such as (1) JLjl* [above] : (2) ^^ [253, 378] 
(M), which is one of the names of the lion, as though 
he were so named because of his strength : (a) its 
measure is (5 lAxi , the ^ and I in it being aug. (IY) : 
(3) XaJLjJL? [248, 331] (M) , meaning a pleasant life } as 
jjijJJ! ^y> SUJLjJLj ^ ^j^i Such a one is in ease of life, 
i. e., Sjuw ^ : (a) the ^ and t are aug. for co-ordination 
with J^cOo [401]? but the I becomes & because of the 
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Kasra before it ; and their saying &-L ! <jiUc. careless , or 
easy, £i/e, i. e., having feiu griefs, indicates that the ^ 

and t are at4<7. (IY) : (4) ^j^Ju^i* (M), which is calamity, 
and also Zigrfa, or ac£ii?e, said of a woman : (a) the ^ in 
it is aug., because it is from \£k±> fluttered, aor. (j-tesu ; 
and it is co-ordinated with &A& 1* [399] (IY). 

§. 678. The ^ is aug. in [four positions (A),] (1) 

the fem. [263] (IM), as (a) L ; li [263, 265] and JJ^ 

122 a' 



( 1160 } 

[161, 607, 646] (A), like ^SU [263, 264, 267, 679] (IA r 

Aud) and J!J(i [263, 646] (Tsr) ; and L°^ [265, 336] 
(A), so in some MSS, with the tied H , meaning the ru 

wn. from v-> >^ ; but ooj-o in other MSS, with an 
extended ^ , as being a, pass. v. : (a) as for the notion 
that it is ooji [161, 403], with a v^> of the 2nd pers. 
pronounced with Kasr, it is a blunder, since this ^ is a 
n., because it is an ag. ; while the discussion is about the 
aug. letters : (b) A explains "the /era. " as comprising 
the fern, of the n. and v. ; and then he ought to include 
in it the fern, of the p. [263, 402, 646], like s^J j [505], 
^3 [540], and ^ [109] (Sn) : (c) " in the /era." means 
*' in a sing." as IA exemplifies it; or "a pi." like 
^QlU [234, 646] (MKh) : (d) IHsh says " In my 

opinion, the [quiescent] ^ of [femininization in] o^oU 
[above] and the like should not be reckoned in this cat., 
because it is an independent, self-supporting word [607], 
contrary to the I of &JL*« [402] and cjU-L^ [above], 
which is part of a word, for which reason the inflection 
settles on it [402, 607] " (Sn) : (e) as for the [mobile] 8 
[679] of femininization, [which, like the quiescent ^ , is 
not mentioned in the SH under the aug. ci> , R says 
that] it [also] is a p. [294], not a formative letter (R) : 
(b) ssaj! and its variations [161, 561], according to the 
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^well-known [opinion, mentioned in §. 161 as that of the 
BB] (A) : (a) opposed to it are two sayings [161], (oc) 
that the ^> is the pron. and ^ t a p. of support ; and it 
is obvious that the ^> , according to this, is not an aug. 
fetter : ( 8) that the whole is the pron., the ^> being a 
part of it ; but its being a part of the n. is sometimes 
•said not to be incompatible with its being aug. % as will 
not escape notice (Sn) : (2) the aor. [404] (IM), as Jotlf 
[165] (IA>, like ^>>*£ Thou [masc] strikest or She 
strikes (A) : (a) IHsh says <l IM does not reckon 
[among the augsJ] any of the aoristic letters except the 
^ , although there is no difference between it and the 
others " (Sn, MKh): (b) in my opinion, the aoristic 
letters are ps. ; not formative letters, like the ^ of the 
du., the ^ of the pl. } and the Tanwin [677, 679] (R on 
the ^ ) : (3) such [inf. ns. (A)] as (a) jllkxl^ [332, 667] 
(IM), where it is made aug. together with the ^ [680] 
(I A), and Jli^ (R, Aud, A, MKh), like * tlioll 
£368] (IA, A, Tsr) and Jldosl [667] (A, Tsr, MKh) ; 

jl^S- [332] (R, Jrb, Aud, MKh) and jUCiS (R, Jrb, 
Tsr, MKh), as *.mJ0> breaking [intrans.] in pieces [486] 
and v;^' fitting together [487] (Tsr), like Jl^su 
[332] and JsUb* fighting together (MKh); and jJJutt , 
[like £- *f* Jo (below)] (R, Jrb) ; and the derive thereof 
(R, IA, Aud, A, MKh), vid. the v, and #ar*. (Tsr, Sn), 
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like ' ^JuJ [493] and " iJLlS [387] (IA) : (b) jLaif 
[332] and jlUi' [332, 334] (R, A, Tsr, MKh), as Ju/p 
m^cA rejecting (A, Tsr), like ^ JJLjf hallowing, sancti- 

fying, consecrating (MKh), and <>!*> J> [334] ; without 
their derivs. (A, Tsr, MKh), because there is no ^ in 
their derivs. (Tsr), as ^j* rejected much and £t>y* 

rejecting much (Sn), like ^JUf hallowed, etc., and o% 
rej t c^erf (MKh), which are without a ^ (Sn, MKh) : 
(4) the quasi-pass. (IM) of Joii or JJLjti [or J^li ] (IA), 
from the tril. and quad. (Tsr), as (a) JUs 27e learnt 
[432] (IA, Aud, A), in/, rc. ^1*3 [332] (A), quasi-pass. 
of *aJU I taught him (I A) ; (b) Wf^C^ [495. A] (I A, 
Aud, A), in r . n. ^-\^<X* [332] ; (c) [ J^Ll/and] JiliS 
[487], inf. n. [ j^Ci and] Jilib' [332] (A). As for 
the o of such as Lr xf JS [482], its augnientativeness is not 
regular (Sn). In any [position] other than those men- 
tioned, the o is not judged to be aug t , except by reason 
of some indication (A). IM's confining himself to what 

is mentioned intimates that the o of ^U^y> inter- 
preter, translator, with Fath or Damin of the ^ and 
- , or Fath of the o and Damm of the — , is rad. ; and 
this is the sounder [opinion], as is proved by the reten- 
tion of the ^ in the remaining variations of the word, 
which is arabicized, or, as is said, Arabic (Sn). 'The o> 
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is made aug., (l) when initial, in which case its aug- 
mentativeness is (a) regular, which has been mentioned 

above ; (b) restricted to hearsay, as in y^djj [below], [a 
Hijazl tree, whose thorns are like those of the <>^y^ 
(373), and Tandub, a toion near Makka (Sn),] JUa5 [the 
/ox, or its cub (372,671) (Sn)], l^txi [331,372], and 
JLso [274, 372] (A) : (a) as for the irregular augmen- 
tativeness of the ^ [when initial], it is [also in] such as 
(a) jQiso [283, 334, 379], which is JLutf from 
*^£j| s,d> the thing was dry and hard, i. q. y^o and 
C^Jo ; ( B) JLUS [334, 379] from J£T likeness ; (y) ^Ul^ 
[332, 334, 379] from ^C^ plainness ; (8) *l££j [332, 
334] from *UJ meeting) (e) ^f^dS [334, 379J from 
v^two covering : and, in all of that, the vcy , but for the 
derivation, would be rad. } because it corresponds to the 
<j of ^Lb^ [253] and the ^ of ^l^~ [250] (IY) : (2) 
when finals in which case likewise its augmentativeness 
is (a) regular, which has been mentioned above : (b) 
restricted to hearsay, like [the augmentativeness of] the 
<o m (a) such as o ja£> humbly petitioning, supplicat- 
ing, ^^ ; mercy, pity, ^^Xj kingdom [68L A], and 
*>)}4* [ 331 > 385] (A): («) they say ^^Z^ii] 
^y***) Fear is better than pity, [i. e., That 'thou 

Dig 
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shouldstbe feared is better than that thou shouldst 
be pitied (Md)] : ( B ) ^y^) an d ^y+s>) are said, upon 

/- 9 /• 

the measure of ^yk*.* [272] ; but this is rare, not to be 
copied (IY) : Mb says J$yJ>) &* jlL ^y&) (Md) : (6) 

9 >•©/ 

uy^vi' tioanging, which is the sound of the bow upon 

Si// 

shooting, because it is from ^ JS trilling, quavering \ its 

measure being o^JLjUs : (c) ^j£ks. [399, 646] (A) : (a ) 
when the ^ is at the end of the word, after the aug. * , 
and is preceded by three or more rads., S does not hold 
this to be one of the prevalent [ccugsJ], for which reason 

G y o 9 

he says that o^-ww [a desert land, and a man having 

9 9 O 9 

nothing (MAR),] is J^JLjti [below] ; but he holds aug- 
mentativeness in the like to be recognizable only by 

9 9 / ^ 9 9 *'/ 

derivation, as in ^>^ and ^yCLo [above], because they 

G SS /- ■-' 9 • 9 

are from SbvA^ haughtiness and dULo dominion [681. A] ; 

and so in c^.x£> [above], v^*^ , and ^^ : ( B ) simi- 
larly S does not hold the ^ which is at the end [of 
the word], after the [aug.] ^ , when preceded by three 
rads., as in JU.1* [646, 674, 681. A], to be one of the 
prevalent [augs.], the augmentativeness of the ^ in 
ooU^ being, according to him, recognizable by deriva- 
tion from IftA [343], which is the ivicked, crafty : (y) in 
^JLw S makes unprecedentedness preponderate over 
derivation ; and therefore says that it is Jj-t*i [above], 
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like ^^i^ [253, 396] ; not ^^jts [below], because this 
is extraordinary : but the better [course] is what some 
take, vid. to make derivation preponderate, and judge it 

to be vsj yXxj co-ordmated with ^6^ c , although \&jXjlS 
is extraordinary, on the evidence of the obvious deriva- 

tion, because ^o^ is the shilful guide, who <j±jy.kJ \ *+*, 

ULaS^ Aos explored the way, and tried it; for this deri- 
vation is manifest ; not far-fetched, so that another [indi- 
cation] should be made to preponderate over it (R) : (S) 
the opinion of S is that the ^ of v^a£l& is rod., because 

they say, in the sense of it, ^aXjlc ; so that, according to 
him, it is quad. : but some of the GG hold it to be tril., 
and its <j au#. : (3) when medial, in which case its aug- 

mentativeness is not regular, except in JuiXw! and 

Juxil and their derivs. ; but it is made aug. in a few 
words : (a) on account of its being seldom aug. when 

s 

medial, the majority hold it to be rad. in ^q^ M i [401, 
674], and a subst. for the ^ in UJLT [263, 307, 689] (A). 
In other cases, it is rad., [wherever it be found (IY),] 
except [when there exists an indication of its being aug. 

(IY),] as in (1) Jiy [274, 372] (M), i. q. ^fyU^Li] 
the established thing, where the first ^ is aug., because, 
according to S, there is no [paradigm] in the language 
like^Rji^ with Damm of the _ [392] while, according to 

i 
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9*0*,, y s s 

Akh also, it is aug.> because ^ J> is derived from ^ ^ 
was established ; so that it is aug. because of the 
derivation, not on account of the paradigm : (a) the 

9 9 *s 

counterpart of this is y.^Ju [372, 681. A] for a hind of 
tree, where the o is aug. because there is no [paradigm] 

0> o s 

in the language like Jul* with Daram of the \J [392 y 

671]: (b) similarly JuiXj [above] with Damm, and jj£> 
[372] with Fath, of the o are said, where the first ^ is 
unavoidably aug^ according to him that pronounces with 

9» Os 

Damm, because of the unprecedentedness [of JJLxi] ; and 
is also aug. according to him that pronounces with Path, 
because it is not rad. in one dial. var., and aug. in 

9 sos 

another (IY) : (2) ^Jy» [689] (M), which, according to 
the Bdd, is Juiaj> , the & , according to them, being aug.; 
while Z follows that opinion, for which reason he excepts 
it from being rad., and reckons it with what is aug. 

$ ssO s 

(IY) : (3) &£aJU> [385], meaning a period of time, the 
first o of which is aug t) because they say, in the same 

9 os Sso ^ Oox OsOs 

sense, ^JLw and *ajl«/ , like *+$ and S*+? [254]; so that 
the elision of the \& is an indication of its augmentative- 
ness^IY). 

§. 679. The s is aug. in pause, [in the interrog. 
Hamza governed in the gen. (IA)J like *J For what ? 
[615, 648] : and [in the v. whose J is elided for uninflec- 
tedness, like *p See thou; or apocopation, like (IA)] 
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tjS jj Thou didst not see [615, 644] (IM). The a 
[below] and the J [681] are rarely aug., like [the » in 
(Tsr)]cyl4x>! mothers [below] and JfJ*f poured out, 
shed [382, 671, 680] ; and [the J in (Tsr)] &L [below], 
l ' q- 7*^ maw#, mucA : as is indicated by the elision 
thereof, [i. e., (Tsr)] (1) [of the » (Tsr)] in (a) [the inf. 

»., as (Tsr)] &^,| motherhood (Aud) ; and in the.pJ. 
also as 

[below] (Tsr) : (a) the s is added in ZCt mothers, as it 
is added in ^rf poured out, shed [below], where jL»f 
is said(K on XVI. 80.) : (b) l^l is said [by some] to 
be ^. of jL^e I [below], as 

^-uJt ^> ^'1 ,^*U. # ^*1J| J^ ; y/B J| ^jj ^| 

is^' u~ , ^- , > oiXii. ,^-s*' 

(Tsr), by Kusayy Ibn Kilab [Ibn Murra (N)J, an ances- 
tor of the Prophet, Verily I am easy in mind in battle 
(Jsh, V),the lion oj (Jsh), [or] resolute in (N), attack, 
lofty in lineage : my mother is Khindif [309], the 
cognomen of Laila [Bint Hulwan Ibn 'Imran (Jsh)], 
wife of AlYas Ibn Muclar [Ibn Nizar (Jsh)], and AlYu's 
is my father (Jsh, N ), the * being aug. in the sing. 
and pi. (Tsr); but the addition of the « in the sing, as 

123a 
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pjf ^x&oj [above], is anomalous (K) : (b) ait;], (Aud), 
inf.n. of Jl^f [below] (Tsr) : (2) [of the J (Tsr)] la 
y^xio (Aud), which is the great number ; and c&?/ iftai" 
ts OTi *Ac surface of the ground, such as c£&s£ antf 
sweepings; or creatures breeding much, like flies, 
ants, and reptiles : so in the KF (Tsr); or particles of 

sand T and the ocean; like J^aIs [above] in all [these* 
senses] ; and abundance of everything , such as sand 
and water^ etc, (KF). But, as for the exemplification, 
by IM [in the Alflya (Tsr)], his son [in the C (Tsr)], 
and many GG, of the s [below] with such as &J and 

XjS p [above 1 , and of the J [681] with [the masc. and 
fem. dems. in distance (Tsr),] JU<3 and viJUL> [173, 599], 
it is rejected, because the s of silence [615] and the J of 
distance [599] are, each of them, an entire word, not 
part of another [word] (Aud) : nor [is either of them] 
equivalent to part of what precedes it, [the addition of 
this clause being necessary,] lest it be said against 
IHsh "And so is the [mobile] 8 of femininization, as in 
SUSLs [678], an entire word, not part of another [word]; 
and yet he exemplifies with it'' (Tsr). The a is a letter 
of augmentation, as before stated [671], except that its 
augmentativeness i& rare in any [position] other than 
pause. It is not regular except in pause upon (1) the 
intevrog. be governed in the gen. [648], as *J [above] ; 
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(2) the v. whose J is elided for apocopation or uninflecfc 
^edness [644]; (3) every [word] uninfl. upon a vowel 
inseparable [from the word, as m -s^ss and &aa$", contrary 
to the (word) uninfl. upon a vowel supervening for a 
oause that sometimes ceases, like the voc. and the sub. 
of if (Sn)], save what has been previously excepted in 
the chapter on Pause (A), vid. the pret. v. [648] (Sn). 
It is necessary in some of those cases, and allowable in 
others, as before explained [615, 644, 648]. Mb denies 
the augmentativeness of the a [671], saying that it is 
affixed in pause, after completion of the word, only to 
make [the vowel plain, and the I perfectly (Sd)] plain, 
like the s in such as LX1X. 28. and MJov U [671] ; or to 
make [pause, which is only upon a quiescent (Sn),] 

o o 

possible, like the s in such as &r. and &i* [671] : so that it 
is [a specific augment (Sn),] like the Tanwin [608, 677, 
€78], [besides being a p., like the Tanwin] and the prep. 
^ [503]. But the correct [opinion] is that the 5 is a 
letter of augmentation, although its augmentativeness is 

G ^c i> 

rare. The proof of that is their saying ^jl^c | [above] 
for cA/> I , its measure being ^Lg.Lt* , because it is pi. of 

Si . G a £ 

jj mother; while sometimes they say ^LjI (A). The 
author of the saying 

KoUb ^JaJl 0^> Y i ^ S*^>J| ..y.SS.J^ ^)Li-cif| |3t 

{above] When the mothers are ugly in Jaces., thou, 
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dispellest the darkness luith thy mothers has combined 
the two dials. (M). They say that, in most cases, v^Lof 

G ^ s £ 

is used for brutes, and va>L$* j for mankind : but some- 
times the converse occurs, as in v>J! ,jjsu3 cyL$/> I |<M 
T#%en mothers are ugly etc. [above] and 

cLJl ^L^x?) ^-^ ^vJLe. $je xJuti* o.jw JLjr 

A great sayer of what is fa'wd, and a great doer thereof, 
a great slasher of the knee of the mothers of the young 

o y a £ 

camels bom in autumn (R). And they say SLg^o I 
[above] for ^| (A), making the g aug. in the sing., as in 

G „• c £ >^x-o> 

the pi. (Sn). The measure of )L^c\ is SLg-Ui (A, Tsr), the 
a being multiplicative ; or co-ordinative, according to 
those who authorize JULxi [392] (Tsr). But IS allows the a 
[here] to be vad., [the measure of (Tsr)] &^o| being &JL*i , 
like [ SwaS and (A)] SLgj>! (A, Tsr), which is grandeur 
(Tsr, Sn), splendour, and pride (Sn); and this is con- 

firmed by [their saying (A)] Lot o^cb' meaning I took as 
a mother, transmitted by Khl in the Kitab al'Ain : [so 

S £ . s '•si 

that the o. f. of *l is aL$4 ! ( Sn) ;] but afterwards the a is 

S£ s 9 

elided ; and there remains *f , the measure of which is *5 
(A, Tsr). - And, if this be established, [i. e«, both what is 

2i, O/fii 

transmitted by Khl, vid. that * I is a deriv. of *^ I > which 
alone is the o.f, and what is indicated by the preceding 

2 £ n 09 

paragraph, vid. that the measure of J is J^i (Sn),] then 
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2 $> G >-e i> , G *■ & ^ 

*| and iL^cl are two different o. fs., like k*-w and Jx^ 
[676], and sLo and [^'Uo (KF), ^£o (KF, Sn),] li^o^ 

G-* "*- O © -^ 

[681], [or jLqo (KF, Sn), i. q. J^* smooth, level, said of 
ground (KF)] : so that, according to this, ia>U$* I is pi. 
of iLfro\ [above], and ^Lo! of ^1 . But what IS holds is 
weak, because it is contrary to the apparent [weight of 
evidence] (A), since, in the case of SLgjol , what imports 
augmentativeness[of the s] is found, vid. *t , contrary to 

s^a> G^g£ G • G o ' 

*iy3 and SLgjt ; while the cat. of Ja^w and Jax-w [above] is 
small : so says SBd (Sn). And, as for the transmis- 

9 o erg,, 

sion [ofv^^oU] by the author of the 'A in, it is not 
adducible as an argument, because of the errors and discre- 
pancies in that work. I J says " I consulted our master F 
one day about the Kitab al'Ain ; but he turned away 
from it, and was not satisfied with it, because of the 
rejected doctrine and vicious etymology that are in it" 
(A). And it is said in the Jh that ^Lgje | i s pl t f j^| y 
the o. / of which is jll (Tsr). The s is also made aug. 
iiitfUil um«^I I poured out the water, aor. *ju*jd I , 
inf. n. iby&t , the o. /. [of j^l , aor. ^^ (382), 
in/ n, &5ljJ*£ (Sn),] being Jjt^f [above], aor, ^o , 
inf.n. ib r ! ; |(A). And [they say that (Tsr)] Mb has 
no answer to the augmentativeness of the & in ^Jl^l , 
except the allegation of blundering on the part of the 

i 
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sayer thereof, who, since the Hainza is changed [into' 
*{A) in o'y 50 (6^0) (Tsr)], imagines that the s is the o 
of the word ; and therefore prefixes the Hamza to it 
[in the pret, and inf. n. (Sn)], and makes it quiescent 

G ^ o *o 

(A, Tsr). Khl asserts that the a in SJy.fysa which is [the 
girl (Jh)] big in the hips, is aug., the measure being 
vJyxsi$> , because she Lg.AAx> ^i ^JS kicks in her' walk; 

? ■■** o * a 

but most hold it to be racL, the measure being KJ^JLxi : 

Cx-o 9 ^ o 

and Akh says that it is aug. in *JIa# and £y^^ > [372, 
392], which, according to him, are Jjt££> , because the 

9 o *" O • -^ 

first is from *Jb swallowing, and the second from gy=* , 
which is the level place ; but the argument of the major- 
ity [for the radicalness of the 5 in pr^^ (Sn)J * s that 
the Arabs say of two long or £a/Z [things or personsj, 
Ij^o ^jjo j.^uo| |j^> This is longer, or taller, than that, 
i. e., J Ja I (A) ; whereas, if the a were aug., they would 
say cl^t , with elision of the aug., and retention of the 
^aci. ; while [in *a&£l ] they elide the g , though it also 
is rad., without dispute, because elision is more suitable 
for finals (Sn). What Khl holds, however, [about the 5 
in &JL^# ] is right, because derivation, when it testifies 
to a thing, is acted upon, no attention being paid to the 
rarity of the thing (IY). And similarly [you say of 
(A)]!UisLd, which is [a name of (IY)] the lion, and 
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is [also (A) an ep. meaning] bulky, tall (IY, A), the 5 
in it being aug., because it is from p&i [331] (IY). And 

O • o • G ^ 

in v_^gJL* [392] the * may be aug,, because ^JLw also 

Q /«/ Go/ G • 

means long, tall, as wa-jJLw ^jji a long horn [or ^JLw 
(A)], i. e., Jo^io (IY, A), this being a good derivation, 

G • o • 

apparent in sense and letter (IY) ; or v^g-JLw may be of 

o • G • 

the cat. of vk^ and k^ [above]. The truth is that 
the 5 of silence [680, 681] ought not to be mentioned 
with the letters of augmentation, because of what has 
been stated [by IHsh and A] above (A). 

§. 680. The ^ is regularly made aug., (1) [together 
with the ^ (A),] in jllkll [678] (Aud, A), like 
°£iatfll[368] (Tsr), and its derivs. (A, Tsr) : (2) as 
is said [by Z in the'M], after the <J of the fern, in pause r 

O 9 /Ofi 

as ijuSjlaS I 1 honored thee } which is [the ^ of] the 

G ^ ^ o • 

SuJC^[617] : but this sayer is bound to reckon the ^ of 
the L£teS, as Jj^^\ [617, 671] ; and, the object of 
putting them being to make the Kasra of the <J plain, 
their predicament is [like] that of the 5 of silence [67J>] 
in respect of independence (A). The reckoning of the 
u* of the )UJi<S is a blunder, [because it is a p. y not a 
formative letter ; and also (R)] because this entails [the 
reckoning oi'(R)] the J, of the Hcii'(SH), which, by 
common consent, is not a letter of augmentation. This 

■ 
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is a refutation of Z, who reckons the y* of the *UJC**> 
among the letters of augmentation (R). In any other 
case the augmentativeness of the <j* is not regular, but 

preserved in the memory, like the <j* of (1) ^yojo i. q. 
pjji ancient [681. A] : (2) ^liLlI [671, 681, A], with 

9 a 9 

the ch's/. Hamza, aor. *a!x*o [671], with Damm of the 
initial ; [contrary to elk-* I , with the conj. Hamza, 

9 OS 

aor. ^o^j> (382, 759), with Path of the initial, i. q. 
clk£w! was able, aor. aaLXwo (Sn) :] for, according to 
S [below], its o. /. is ^Lbl obeyed, aor. *jJaj ; while the 
^ is added as a compensation for [the departure of (Sn)] 
the vowel of the £ of the v. [from the g (Sn)], because 

the o. f. of c\.lo\ is g^is I (A), not for the departure of 
the vowel absolutely (Sn). gliiM, ! with Fath, and dis- 
junction, of the Hamza occurs in their language : but the 
GG differ in accounting for it. S [above] says that it is 

of the conjug. of JUi I , its o.f. being g^b ! , like *y>1 
[703, 707] ; but the ^ being treated as unsound, and 
converted into I after transfer of its vowel to what 
precedes it ; and the ^ afterwards put as a compensa- 
tion for the mobility of the g , which has escaped it ; as 
the a is put in J>L$>t [382, 671, 679], with quiescence of 
the a , as a compensation for the like of that [loss of 
mobility in the^]. And there is no doubt that the 
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mobility of the g has escaped because of the mobiliza- 
tion of the vowel of the o with the vowel of the £ 
[below]. But, notwithstanding all of this, the putting 
of the q* and a as compensation is anomalous. The aor. 
of cLLwl, therefore, according to S, is ^^*^ [671], with 
Damm. But Mb, supposing S to say that the ^ is a com- 
pensation for the vowel, rejects that [account], saying 
u How shall compensation be given for a thing, when 
the thing for which compensation is given", i. e., the 
Fath transferred to the o , u is remaining ? " ; whereas 
S 's meaning is not what he supposes, but is that the 
^ is a compensation for the mobility of the c ; and 
there is no doubt that the mobility of the c has escaped 
because of the mobilization of the o with the vowel of 
the g [above], Fr says that the 0. /. of cLfeL* is 
^IkL, I , of the conjng. of JuIiL I , the ^ being elided 
for the reason assigned in the chapter on Incorporation 
[759] ; so that there remains glk*,! [382], with Kasr of 
the Hamza, which is then anomalously pronounced with 
Fath, and made disj. : and, according to him, therefore, 
the aor. is ^iLS [759], with Fath of the aoristic letter. 
But, when the ^ of gLkLIUs elided, because of the im- 
practicability of incorporation, the well-known dial. 
makes the Hamza remain pronounced with Kasr, and 

conj., as it was [before the elision], whence ULklt Q 

124a 
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XVIII. 96. Then they were not able (R). The ^ is 
neglected by IM [in the Alftya (Tsr)], and his son 
(Aud) in the G (Tsr). IM mentions in the Alfiya [only] 
nine [672—679, 681] of the [ten] letters of augmenta- 
tion [671], and is silent about the ^ [680]. The excuse 
for him is that the ^ is not regularly aug., except in 
one position, which he has exemplified in [mentioning] 
the augmentativeness of the ^ , since he says u such as 
JljLftA*u I " [678]; so that he seems to content himself with 

that, for which reason he says in the Kafiya, in mentioning 
the augmentativeness of the o , " and together with 

the (j* , it is made aug. in JL*Ax*«| and its derivs." (A). 

§. 681. The J is aug., (1) in (M, IM) the well- 
known dem. [below] (IM) ns., regularly (IA), as 
(IA, A) JJ3 (M, IA, A) and iJUL3 [679] (IA, A), 
dJlLe [175] (M, IA A), anddJtfj! (A) [pronounced] 
A$$\ [173], whence 

(M), by AlA'sha, praising his people for purity [of 
race], and faithfulness in counsel, Those are my people 
they are not a medley (of mankind): and shall any but 
those exhort the much-erring ?, because of their saying, 
in the sense thereof, to [171] and J to [172] without 
a J , [ ^ and JLo ,] Jll* [175], and [<Jsf ; I pronounced] 
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<jSH [172] : (a) the J is added in the dems. to indicate 
the distance of the demonstrated [173, 599], and 
therefore is the opp. of the premonitory Lp [174, 552] ; 
for which reason they are not combined [173, 552], so 
that vilJi Li is not said ; because, the Li indicating the 
nearness, and the J the distance, of the demonstrated, 
there are incompatibility and contradiction between 

them : (b) [except in dUL> (173),] this J is [mobilized to 
avoid a concurrence of two quiescents ; and] pronounced 
with Kasr, lest it might be mistaken for the J of own- 
ership [604], if [iDo that sounding like] JJ |S This 
belongs to thee were said (IY) : (2) in JJul^ slave, ser- 
vant [671], jjo^ Zaidal [283], and %J*J^ [675] (M), 
where their saying Ju^ slave, servant, jo\ Zaid, and 
>p*^il [below] is an indication of the augmentativeness 
of the J (IY): (a) Jjus [male ostrich (IY)] is ambiguous 

(M) : if you derive it from <jj^ [male ostrich, like liuo 
(Jh, KF), the r being aug. (Jh), and slender, tall 
(KP)], the J is aug., its measure being Jlli , and the ^5 
is rad. ; while, if you derive it from jjbo [with Kasr 
(KF), yown^r ostrich (Jh, KF), and tall, stupid (KF)], 
the <5 is aw^r., and the J rad ., its measure being j^li ; 
but the first [derivation] is more frequent, because they 

S- ' G>-« ^ O o >- 

say JJup and pjU$ [1. q, jj.ua (above), the ^ being c?^, 
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( Jh)] : and this is the meaning of Z r s saying " is ambigu- 
ous ", i. e., admits of the J 's being aug. or rad., accord- 
ing to the derivation (IY). The J is one of the letters 
of augmentation (A). As for the J [679], it is rare, 
as in JiX^ and JtU* [above] (SH), because it is the re- 
motest of the letters of augmentation in resemblance to 
the letters of prolongation [671] ( Jrb). Analogy requires 
that it should not be made aug., because of its remote- 
ness from the letters of prolongation, for which reason it 
is the least aug. of the letters. Its augmentativeness is 
not regular, except in the dem. [below] ; and in other 
cases belongs to the cat, of hearsay. There have been 

G s o y G o ^ 

heard, in their speech, (l) JtX^ for J^ [above]: (2) 
J^sx^xi for *js^i I [675], which is having the thighs wide 

G ■" o • Go-- Gy*-o^ G ^ • x 

apart : (3) jLoxtf for ^3^0 [above] : (4) &X&xi for &Axi , 
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which is the gland of the penis [below] : (5) JwaIo fur 
■ uJX [679]. It is reported from Akh that the J of 
Jt\Ii is rad.y JjJLt being compounded from &JJ! Ju^ 
The servant oj God, as they say ^♦^u [309, 311] ; but 

6/t/ 

this is rendered improbable by their saying Jjo^ for 
j^C [above]. He says, however, in the Ausat [fi-nNahw 

G s © * 

(HKh)], "The J is made aug. in JlU* alone", [not in 

G • « y 

the remainder, vid. Jjo^ , etc., as though he said that 

G s G o s 

the remainder were of the cat. of kx^ and Joaa* (Sn);] 
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"and its pi. is iU^U* " : so that he has two sayings (A) 
on Jjux (Sn). The remainder, indeed, [i. e., all except 
JJulI (Sn)J admit of being [derived] from two crude- 
forms, like ky* and jLL* [676] (A) ; so that Akh's 

saying "[The J ] is made aug. in Jju^ alone" is correct 
(Sn). Jr denies that the J is a letter of augmentation. 
And the J of distance in such as iU 3 and dUu^ [above] 
is not opposed to this, because it is a p. [599], like the 
Tanwin [608] (R). [For] the J of the dem. [above] 
ought not to be mentioned with the letters of aug- 
mentation, because of what we said on the s of silence 
[679], vid. that it is an entire word (A). And he holds 
that «JLioo [above], JJutf , and J*^i? are Jouii , saying 
that sometimes two synonymous words are supposed to 
coincide in derivation, because of their approximation 
in form, whereas each of them is of another compo- 
sition, like S^S and ^liJ [talkative woman (KF)], and 

G j> ° * 

v»*o and jixj [679]. But all of that is forced, on his 
part : and apparently the J is aug. in all those [words] ; 
for its augmentativeness, notwithstanding the rarity 

G#*-oy* O-^Oy 

thereof, is conclusively established, as in Jjo \ and Jju^ 

Go^ & q ' G • 0«^ 

[above], i. q. Jo^ and Jy^ : whereas o*x>t> and jLo& are 

not like that, since augmentativeness of the * is not 

.established so that we are driven to judging it to be 
rad. (R). 
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§. 681. A. Whatever is free from these restric- 
tions [672-681] is judged to be rad., unless some proof 
of augmentativeness exists, for which reason (1) the 
Hamzas of JU^» and UaJU=>| [672], the - s of oa*Sb 
[676] and £b! [667, 671], the ^ s of jLkLL [677] and 

O 9 o 9 -II rt 9 '"'" Go© 

JuJLw ears [of corn], the o s of ^yCJLc and v^o-ar [678], 
and the ^ s of ^^cjo and £LLav! [680], are judged to 

G 9 9 

be aug., because of their elision in Jj^i [«n/! n. of 
^J! v^JU-cb meaning TAe wind shifted to the north 
(Tsr)] and hjus* [with two Fatbas, swelling of the belly 

G ' s s OS99 009 96/ 

(Tsr)], 8-oib glittering and syo [667], dULo [678] and Jfi 
with Fath of its initial, i. e., dust, *<\3 antiquity and 
SLeLb obedience, and in their sayings Jo^l oJlia^ [677] 
when *Ae?/ have been harmed by eating colocynth and 
c, J I J^l TAe corn put forth ears: (2) the <j s of 
U^^ [677] and *JlXa# [with Damm of the * , the name 

9*/ 

of a Aer& (401) (Tsr)], and the ^ s of ^aJ3 [678] and 
s^l^J (Aud) with Damm of the \& and ^ , [or Fath of 
the latter (KF),] and Kasr, [with doubling (Tsr),] of 

the ^5 (KF, Tsr), upon the measure of Juttf , with 

9 * ^ 9 
Damm of the ^ and o , [or Jijuu with Fath of the o ,] 

and Kasr, [with doubling,] of the £ (Jh), diptote [because 
of the verbal measure combined with the quality of 
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proper name] (Jh, KF), i. q. JJoLJl (Jh, Tgi), as \yxB^ 

* - l 9 

^a^U ^j|: *> They jell into the valley of Disap* 
pointment, i. e., JJsb [ ^ into] a vain, futile state 
(Tsr), [or] meaning JJcLJI ^ into the vain^ etc. (KF) — 
so says Ks (Jh, Tsr) — are judged to be aug. (Tsr), 
because of the non-existence of JJjti [392], JJJjii [with 
pamm of its first, Fath of its third, and Kasr of its 
fourth (401) (Tsr)], jdlli [392], and Jiii (Aud), with 
Pamm of its first and second, [or Fath of the latter,] 
and Kasr, with doubling, of its third. But it is said 

that the mention of this [ w^U ] requires consideration, 
because it is transferred from the v. [4], like JL*J It was 

> « s 9 

learnt [or jJju Thou teachest] : they distinctly declare 
that, and [therefore] they decline it as a diptote (Tsr). 






CHAPTER IX. 



THE SUBSTITUTION OF LETTERS. 

§. 682, Substitution occurs in the three kinds [625], 
as s^L? [683], J££ [690], and U& ST [683] (M). IH 
says in the SH (KIF), Substitution [in conventional 
language (Tsr, Sn)] is putting a letter in the place of 
another letter (SH, Tsr, Sn, KIF), unrestrictedly (Tsr, 
Sn). By " substitution " the substitution arising witk 
incorporation [735] is not meant, but only substitution 
without incorporation (IY) : and [therefore the author 
of the KIF says that by " putting a letter "] IH means 
putting one of the [fourteen] letters of substitution, vid. 
the letters of [the mnemonic phrase] sib J^ **j <^oj | 
J\ [below] ; so that such as |Jlb| [below], orig. JUJbl , 

"* y *" o 

the [second] b being put in place of the ^ of JjlX3 I 
because of the intention to incorporate [756], is not 
adducible as an objection ; for that -is not named u sub- 
stitution ", since the Jb is not one of the letters of substi- 
tution (KIF). The restriction " in the place " excludes 
compensation, which is [put] in another place than that 

O ** Go 

of the original, like the S of SJlc and the Hamza of ^ I 
[below] (Tsr, Sn). IH's saying " another " is a corrob- 
oration [or rather qualification] of his saying " letter", 
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in order to dispel the notion that the restoration of the 
J in such as ^^\ [306] is named " substitution " (KIF). 
And the restriction " unrestrictedly " excludes conver- 
sion [below], which is peculiar to the unsound letters 
[and the Haniza] (Tsr, Sn). But Syt says in the IKn, 
in the [fifty-eighth (IKn)] section on the Novelties of 
of the Kur'an (KIF), Substitution is putting one of the 
letters in the place of another: and IF holds <jjju\j 
XXVI. 63. Then it was divided to be an instance of it, 
i. e., JjUjti , [for which reason jui Jf^&l XXVI. 63. 
And each division was is said, the s and J being 
interchangeable (IKn)] ; and it is transmitted from Khl 
that, in AjjJl J}L=* L^Jas XVII. 5. And they ransack- 

ed the interiors of the houses, f^Lsso is meant, the 
— being put in the place of the — , which also is read 

[by Talha (K)]; while F holds ; I^JTvlL IJl^T 
XXXVIII. 31. have preferred the love of horses 
[508], i. e., Jll*Jl , and AU holds IbjJi^ 3& 5l VIII. 
35. Save whistling and clapping of hands [685], i. e., 
[SJuoj , origJ\ s^JucJ , the [second] *> being changed into 
^ (KF), to be an instance of it (IKn, KIF). And this 
sense [of substitution] is not identical with, but is ap- 
proximate to, the sense mentioned by IH, because here, 
as will not escape notice, there is no stipulation that the 

substituted letter should be one of the [fourteen] letters 

125 a 
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of substitution (KIF). Substitution is [said by IY to 
be] of two kinds, (1) putting a letter in the place of 
another letter, as in the v-> of X+icu and s fco [680] : (2) 
conversion [above], in the sense of transmutation, of the 
letter itself into the form of another [letter] : (a) this is 
[found] only in the unsound letters, vid. the . , ^ , and I 
[697]; and in the Hamza [658] also, because of ita 
approximation to them, and the frequency of its altera- 
tion : (b) that is [exemplified in] such as (a) p\J , orig. 
*+2 , the t being a y in the 0. /. [684] ; (6) ~**y> , [the y in] 

which is orig. & [686]; (c) ^1^ and *«>l , the I being 
orig. Hamza, the rising [658] of which is softened, so 
that it is transmuted into I [684], Thus every conver- 
sion is a substitution ; but every substitution is not a 
conversion (IY). IM [also] means by " substitution " 
what iucludes conversion, since each of them is an 
alteration [put] in the position [of the altered letter] ; 
except that substitution [in the peculiar, real sense 
(Sn)] is removal, while conversion is transmutation : and 
hence conversion is peculiar to the unsound letters and 
the Hamza ; while substitution is not peculiar, as you 
will see. But compensation differs from both of them, 
because (1) it is [put] in a place other than that of the 
original, like the S of S<Xc [699], the Hamza of ^jj f [667], 
and the [second] & of X.^lLl [283, 284] : (2) it is 
[given] for (a) a consonant, as mentioned ; (b) a vowel, 
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like the ^ of plk~t [680], as before explained (A). 
The first letter, i. e., the one in whose place another is 
put, is named " original "; while the second letter, i. e., 
the one that is put in the place of another, is named 
"substituted" and "substitute" [278] (KIF). The 
letters substituted for others are of four kinds, (1) what 
is commonly substituted for the sake of incorporation 
[735], vid. all the letters, except the I [739] : (2) what is 
extraordinarily substituted, vid. six [or rather seven] 
letters [below], i. e., the — , the ^ , the c , the <j> , the 

tjo , [the Jb ,] and the 3 , as in ^.^ for *j^ young camel 

brought jorth in autumn [696. A] ; ^^t for } j±\ speak- 
ing through the nose [696 A] ; J&L for jkj*. [696 A] ; SUS. 
for Ra5^ [699 A], which is the nest of the sand-grouse in 
the mountain) <X*d3* for jJL^ hardy [696 A] ; and *JulJj 
for (UjiJj delayed [696 A] : (3) what is commonly subs- 
tituted otherwise than for the sake of incorporation, 
which is of two kinds, (a) what is unnecessary in ety- 
mology, vid. twenty-two letters, combined in the spel- 
ling of your [mnemonic] phrase ^ ^T^-Xi olo J^sJ 
*j\s. vjjS [below] ; (b) what is necessary in etymology, 
vid. nine [letters], combined in the spelling of your 
[mnemonic] phrase UJbji ^IJJ* [below], i.e., the 5, 
the o , the Hamza, the ^ , the r , the ^ , the b , the tf , 
and the I (Tsr). The object of [IM in] this chapter is 
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to explain the letters that one commonly [below] substi- 
tuted for others [in etymology (Sn)] otherwise than for 
the sake of incorporation. The incorporative substitu- 
tion is not considered in this chapter, because it is 
[found] in all the letters of the alphabet, except the I , 
as, for that [reason], the reduplicative aug. is not 
considered in the letters of augmentation [671] (A). 
The lette; s of [the non-incorporative (Aud)] substitu- 
tion [common (I A, Aud, A) in etymology (A)] are 
[nine, combined in (IA, Aud) IM's phrase (IA)] ^S &s> 

„ 9 

uioy! I was still, finding [the camel-saddle (IA)] easy 
to ride upon [above] (IM), cjliXtf meaning oJjCw ; 
while Uloyj is [an act. part. (IA, Tsr)] from ol^.l 
(IA, Aud, A), except that its Hamza is alleviated by 
being changed into ^ , because pronounced with Fath, 
and preceded by a letter pronounced with Kasr [658] 
(I A, Tsr). As for the letters other than these [nine], 
their substitution for others is anomalous or rare ; so 
that IM does not advert to it (IA). By " common" are 
excluded (1) the anomalous substitution, like the subst*- 

tution of the J for (a) the ^ of ^kx*c I an irregular 

dim. of jL*1 [285, 286], like ^Q^> dim. of Jyu [286] 
-in v^J! Ljxi cui'j [691]; (b) the \j> of «^lLlo| in 

*J| ! L 5 1^ Cj [647, 691] : (2) the' rare, like the substi- 
tution of the — for the double ^ in pause, as in ^LL 
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*J7v-i^ [643, 694]; and sometimes (a) without pause, 
as in Jw-L I [694] for Juj [the mountain-goat (Sn)] ; (b) 
without doubling, as in *J7 ^1 Jitf [694] (A). IM's 
mention of the 5 [in the Alflya (Tsr) is an addition to 
what is [mentioned by him] in the Tashll, where he 
combines the letters of substitution in LSI ^ ^*±^ I was 
hungry continually [below] (Aud, A), which. is open to 
criticism in three respects, (1) omission of the 5 , as has 
been mentioned ; (2) repetition of the I ; (3) making the 

pret. govern USI^ , which is like I Jul for ever [206] : 
so says IHsh in the Glosses (Tsr). Moreover, [when 
IM mentions the 5 (Tsr),] he does not discourse upon 
it here, notwithstanding his reckoning it, the reason 
being that its substitution [for the & (A)] is regular 
only in pause upon such as x«^ and &*jlj [638, 690], 
which is mentioned in the chapter on Pause [646] ; while 
its substitution for any [letter] other than the ^ is 
confined to hearsay, as in their saying <JlIi* [for jCl 
(Tsr)], JsLs JlV[for ibtf (Tsr)], TUU JJ^ [for JJ^T 

(Tsr)], *Jjjf c^ [for J,J^f (Tsr)], and M jjf J^i 
(Aud, A) for Ja.^1 [690], in all of which they substitute 
the 5 for the Hamza because of the agreement of the 
two [letters] in outlet, since both are from the farthest 
[part] of the throat [658, 732] (Tsr). IM mentions in 
the Tashil that the letters of the [non-iocorporative] 
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common substitution, meaning [common] in the speech 
of [all, or a body, of (Sn)] the Arabs, are twenty-two, 
these nine before mentioned being the letters of the 
[non-incorporative] substitution [common in etymology, 
which is the substitution (Sn) described in the Tsr 
above, and the Tashll below, as] necessary in etymology. 
For he says " The letters of the non-incorporative com- 
mon substitution are combined by your [mnemonic] 

phrase au - r & o*i tc ia ..y*\ iw-Xco o^ tX^vJ For serious- 

ness is a kand-natured confident mans turning the fold 
of the garment oj his dignity [above] ; and [the letters] 
of the [non-incorporative substitution] necessary in ety- 

mology by the spelling of USIt> v^Js" [above]. This 
is his language, which implies that the remaining [seven] 
letters [above] of the alphabet, vid. the — , the ~. , the b , 
the b, the yd, the £ , and the J>, [all dotted, except the 
first, which is undotted (Sn),] are sometimes substituted 
by way of anomaly [696 A] : and IJ says on the reading 
of AlA'mash [or, as Z says in the K, of Ibn Mas'ud] 

Ljj 6vlii VIII. 59. Then terrijy thou, by them [696 
A], with the dotted 6 , that the 3 is a subst. for the o , as 
they say JolXl^J meat cut up small for J<>!^=» [in 
the KF juj>! yL Sn)] ; the idea connecting the & and 6 
being that they are vocal [734], and approximate [in 
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outlet (732)] : while Z explains the reading as a trans- 
position by putting the J before the £ , [in the sense of 

\jyki Then scatter thou (K), as though it were a trans- 
posed form of ^ t\-£ (K, B),] from their saying ^juc *Ju£ 
[211] (A), a comp. meaning in every direction (Sn). 
It implies also that the above-mentioned substitution of 
the J for the ^ and ^d, and of the for the ^ , and 
similarly the substitution of the ^ for the J [688], like 

2 ' 2' 

their saying ,jj* for jj^ , which is the long-tailed horse, 
and for the * , like their saying v^.«u ! for sUJ I ^jLo t 
The sheep gave its milk red f when its milk comes forth 

red, like S^JLo red ochre f are instances of the [substitu- 
tion] common (A) in the speech of the Arabs, even 
though only a body of them (Sn). But that [substitu- 
tion of the J for the ^ , and what follows it (Sn),] 
ought not [in every case] to be named "common", the 

common being [only] what is regular, or frequent in 

" " ° ** 
some dial., like (l) the xsv.jr.^i& , [i. e., the substitution 

of the - for the & (Sn),] in the dial of Kuda'a [694] : 

" " ° * 
(2, 3) the 5U*JLfr , [i. e., the substitution of the c for the 

Hamza (Sn),] as in their saying v_*#l3 dU^ v^IIb 

I thought that thou wast going y i. e., sib I [527, 580] ; 

and the 'teSLzS [below 7 ], as in their saying, when address- 

mg a female, jL^ f U ^Jj-M U What is that which has 
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brought thee ? , meaning J.j , and in the reading of some 

U-w \j*A^> \J**) c^*^ &'* XIX. 24. God hath made 
below thee a rivulet [617] : [both of which substitutions 
are] in the dial, of Tamim, [this clause referring to the 
iUxJL& also, as is proved by the language of the CK to be 

shortly cited (Sn)] : (4) the xlxl/in the dial of Bakr, 
as in their saying, when addressing a female, ^o | thy 
father and ^1 thy mother, meaning Jot and dUt 
[617, 680]. And, says IM in the CK, [even] this sort 

' " * ' 

of substitution, [meaning the xfv.>:si& and what follows 
it (Sn),] is fit to be mentioned [only] in books of lexi- 
cology, not in books of etymology, otherwise the c 
would have to be mentioned, because its substitution for 

the mobile Hamza is regular in the dial, of Tamim, 

• -" ° • 
that being named Xajux ; and the J also would have to 

be mentioned, because its substitution for the o of the 

pron. is regular, as in pJT^pf JoT^ [129, 169, 696 

A], meaning ojyar ; while the exs. of this [sort of substi- 
tution], among the letters substituted for others, are 
many : but in etymological substitution only that [subs- 
titution] ought to be reckoned whose omission would 
occasion error, as in your saying J^o for JLo [278, 683, 
703] (A), because the ^ must be converted into I [684] 
(Sn) ; or difference from the most frequent [formation], 
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as in your saying iL>U^ for S*U** [683] (A) fern, of 
*UL [282] (Sn). This is his language. Many of the 
Etymologists reckon the letters of substitution [more 
general than the necessary (Sn)] as twelve, which they 

combine in many [mnemonic] phrases, whence -*j JUb 
xj'Jlssj! He bestowed benefits on the day I succoured 
him (A), with the adv. pre. to the prop. [124] (Sn). 
Some drop the J [691J, reckoning them as eleven, 

which they combine in the phrase LgJuc oj^ 4X2* I Do 

* * * 

well (mayst thou be destroyed for it !) [below] (A), 
where j^» I is an imp. v. from soL^I (Sn). And some 
add the yjo and \ , reckoning them as fourteen, which 

they combine in the phrase J^ »Lb J^ *^j \^ua3 I 
A grandfather teas silent on the day a cook slipped 
(A), where «U? , ac£. ^ar^. of l$£> , aor. j$kj> , i. q. #>j& 

cooked, is a</. of <J\ ; while <X&> is ag. of o^aJt (Sn). 
The letters of substitution, [i. e., that are sometimes 
substituted for others (R),] are [fourteen, which are 

combined in their phrase (Jrb)] J\ sib <X=» ^ o^fijl 
[above] (SH) Be silent on the day the grandfather 
of Tdh, a [proper (Jrb)] name [of a man (MAR)], has 
slipped (Jrb, MAR), i. e., on this day (Jrb). And 
[A asserts that] Z reckons them as thirteen, which he 

combines in Jib ^ sj^ux^l He asked him for succour 

126a 
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on the day he bestowed benefits [below]. But this 
[combination], says IH, [who calls it " the phrase of 
one of them, " without specifying Z,] is erroneous, 
because it drops the ^o and ^ [695, 6961, which are 

letters of substitution, as in $oU\ and J»v for L\yja road 

Go* 

and JLo hawk ; and adds the ^ [696A], which is not a 

" * c 
letter of substitution. For, if *♦*« I be adduced [by way 

of exemplifying the occurrence of the ^ as a subst. 

(Sn)], then J"j| [below] and Jib I [above] are adducible, 

' ' c 
because **-**! belongs to the cat. of [substitution for the 

sake of (Sn)] incorporation] [756], not to the cat. of 
substitution stripped (A) of incorporation (Sn). This 
is the language of IH [in the SH, with some explana- 
tory modifications and additions by A and Sn] : but I 
say that the GG allow <X£u.wJ to be orig. tXio^'l [696 
A, 759]; so that they substitute the y* for the first ^ , 
as they substitute the o for the [second] ^ in o^, orig. 
u^jou, [689, 758]; and perhaps, therefore, Z takes that 
into consideration (A). [R, like A, asserts that] 
JLb *y* sj^ux*! [above] is the phrase of [ZJ the 
author of the M (R) : but, according to what Z [really] 
mentions [in the M] (H), the letters of substitution are 
(M, H) fifteen (H), the [ten] letters of augmentation 
[671], and the ic> the & , the — , the ^ and the \ (M), 
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which are combined by your phrase Jbj JLo ^ 5lX^ujc-w! 
He ashed him for succour on the day some Zutt [a race 
of Hindus, arabicized form of v^» with Fath (KF),] 
attacked (M, H). As for the restriction of the letters 
of substitution within the number mentioned by Z, what 
is meant [by it] is the letters that are often substituted, 
and that are strong in, and notorious for, that (IY). 
According to what S mentions, [which is adopted by 
IJ (B on II. 1.),] they are eleven letters (B, A) eight 
letters of augmentation [671], vid. all but the J and ^ ; 
and three others, vid. the ^ , the h , and the _ (A) : 
which are combined by LgJuo ^^.Jc J^ I [above]. And 
some add seven others, vid, the J in J^l^ ' [above], the 
<js and^ in JbL-o [695] and ic\^ [above], the o in olj^l 
[below], the £ in {J 1\ [580], the ±> in jjjjf ^ [below], 

and the^inJU-^rb [696 A]; so that they become 
eighteen (B). But the first opinion, vid. that of S, is 
the well-known one (IY). S does not reckon the ^ 
andp [above] in the chapter on Substitution, but Sf 
reckons them at the end of [his commentary on] the 
Book. And with them he reckons the J^ of the *JJtA? 
[above], which is a subst. for the J of the^tm. [696A], 
as in ^Tj ^ ^LssJkS [617]: but, as for that which is 
added after the J of the fern, as in JLx^rT [617, 671], 
it does not belong to this [cat., being an addition, not a 
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substitution]. And S does not reckon the ^ [above], 
as Z reckons it. They say that the £, occurs as a subst. 
[696A] : F transmits, on the authority of Ya'kub, 
jJjJI £.y> the outlets for the water between the cross- 
pieces of the leathern bucket [above] for L^*J , which 
is from hsyu emptying. And similarly the ^ : F 
transmits, on the authority of As, viJU-w| L [696 A], 
i. e., dU-*T Co What is thy name ? (R) : [while] &C* 
Makka and SJG Bakka are two cfo'aZ. #ars. for the 
proper name of the Sacred City, like their saying LaaJlH 

AnNubait and kx+;J! AnNumait for the name of a 
place in AdDahnk; and similar instances of interchange- 

ability are ^3\s yo\ an established matter and *j!^ , 

[ ^)^ constant and ^3 (B on III- 90),] and *k*JLo (5 *s* 

continual fever and *kouo (K on III. 90). The — 
[696 A] occurs anomalously, in poetry, as a subst. for 
the ~ : the poet says, [describing the beauty of the 
women by the brilliance of their faces (MAR),] 

[They blow from it (the face) a flame blown, a gleam 
that is seen to be not blazing, nor struck from a flint, 
orig. iLy&js (MAR)] ; and Ru'ba says 

(R) Liberal in his ways, wo&?e in origin, having a 
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wide space between the eyebroios, not born at the 
rising of the star of niggardliness, where he changes 
the ~ of ^JUv into — for the exigency of the rhyme 
(MAR). The s occurs anomalously as a sabst. for the 
J , as in ZJ3 and &JUj for a coat of mail [696A], 

because they say &**$ &JU JuSj He put on him his coat 

* * * * 
of mail, not U&^£j ; so that the J , being more generally 

employed, is the original. The o is a subst. for the ^ : 

O 6 *■ C * 9 cry x- *" 

F transmits, on the authority of Ya'kub, .^ j*i Jo\ *U 
ZauJ stood, and ajterwards 'Amr [696A], i. e., 
•^ ^3 [540]; and they say cjjc^ and cJ^ [540], the 
o being a subst. } because they say «^|J^| graves 
[below], but not olJ^ I [above] (R) ; [though] Fr says 
that the Arabs make the o and & interchangeable in 

. 0'y 9 • • 9 ^ © « 

the language, saying e>tX^> and otX^ , pi. ^fj^l and 
oltX^I (Jh). The J occurs as a s^&s*. for (1) the ^jj , 
as £3 ^^k a pure Arab and &k [696 A], pi. hjxs\ , 

but not ^.LaTI : (2) the w , as pJT^yf ^f G [above]; 
though this may be a putting of the ace. pron. in place 
of the nom. [169]. And the g in [the tfurf. of (MAR)] 
Tamlm is a subst. for the Hamza in [ ^i orig. (MAR)] 
! [508], which is the cUili [above] of Tamlm : the poet 
»ays ^J\ Ll~f J>lT [580, 683] (R); and they say 
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pU IcXj5\ ^ ^/m£ Zaid is standing for ,j! [696 A], 
and recite 



/ „ • o / 
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[617] except that the bone etc. (IY). And it is only 
because these things are rare and anomalous that IH 
does not mention them As for the [original] letters, 
for which these letters are substituted, they will be 
mentioned in the [subsequent] analysis [683-696A] 
(R). Substitution is recognizable by reversion to the 
original in some of the variations [of the word contain- 

ing the subst. (Sn)], (1) invariably, as in oJc^ [above], 

because in the pi. they say c^ljc^l [above] with the ^- 

only: (2) prevalently, as in klil [below], i.e., o-Ul 
saved, where the lo is a subst. for the ^ , because the 
o is more prevalently used in it ; and similarly in o^cJ 
[below] for Jai thief, robber [689], the ^ being a subst, 
for the yjo , because its pi. ^oy^xi is more frequent than 
o^^oJ (A) : (a) the exemplification of the second [case]/ 
vid. reversion prevalently, by kli I [above] is not correct, 
because the prevalence of reversion to the ^ is in Jali I 
itself, which is more used with the ^ than with the b ; 
not in its variations, like oa-U^j saving , cJi^ saved, and 
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uuiLit [act of] saving, because the ^ , as Din says, is 
inseparable from its variations : so that A ought to 
exemplify the first [case] by it also, and to confine 

himself to such as o^aJ in exemplifying the second : (b) 

JoJ with Kasr of the J is chaster than [ Jai with] 

pamm or Fath ; but v^aJ [above] is with Fath of the J : 
that is transcribed by SBd from the commentary [of 
Jrb] on the SH [689] (Sn). And, if that [reversion, 
invariably or prevalently (Sn),] be not established in the 
case of a biform [expression (Sn)], then the latter is 

from two a. /s. } as ±*\\ and a* )) dated, and dS^ and JJi 
corroborated^ because all the variations occur with both 
[letters], so that one [letter] is not a subst. for the other 
(A), The subst. is [said by IH to be (A)] recognizable 
(1) by [the multitude of (A) the paradigms of (SH, Sn)] 
its derivation, [i. e., by the multitude of paradigms 
coinciding in derivation with the expression that con- 
tains the subst., but containing the original letter, for 

which it is substituted (Sn),] as in ^Ls inheritance^ 
heritage [689] (SH, A), i. e., property inherited (Jrb, 
Sn), since "the paradigms of its derivation " are ^w 
he inherited, [ e>J he inherits (482, 700) (R)J £ *L 
heir, [and (A)] &^ inherited (R, A), all of which 
are derived from *i1^ inheriting, as aJUs is derived from 
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it(R); and [similarly (R)] in s^Lf [683] (SR), pi. of 

ft o j // © *» *« >* # 

jl>^ face (Jrb), since xs*y> betaking oneself, SLg^L* 

o 

facing, and &Ad>£ worthy of regard are derived from 
x^5 , from which s^ j is derived (R) : (a) e^j [above], 
ey^ , and «^m^o indicate that the o, jr. of i&>|J» is e>Uj ; 
and similarly *>^ , [ &a&>j ] «^3 a , and i&aAy* indicate 

O 9 £ 

that the Hamza in s^ f is a subst. for a ^ (Jrb) : for, 
when, in place of one letter is an expression, all " the 
paradigms of its derivation " contain another letter, you 
recognize that the letter in it is a subst. for what is 
found in place thereof in " the paradigms of its deriva- 
tion" (R) : (2) by the paucity of its usage, [i. e., of the 
usage of the expression containing the subst. (R, Sn),] 

as in ^Lxiil (SH, A) for ^JUif I the foxes, and ^1^ 5H 
for s^Kill the hares; while S cites ^Jf ^t^l LgJ 

* * S3 * fi 

[685] (A): for, v^JU&H being more used than ^1*^1 , 
the ^5 in the latter is known to be a subst. for the v-> 
(Jrb) : (a) IH means that, when there are two synonym- 
ous expressions, between which there is no difference in 
form, except for a letter in one of them, which may be a 
subst. for the letter [similarly situated] in the other, 
then, if one of the two expressions be less used than the 
other, that letter in that less used [expression] is a subst. 
for the letter similarly situated in the more used, as 
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JliiJI and v^JUiJI [above], which are synonymous, 
while the first is less used than the second (R) : (b) the 
substitution in ^lii! I is recognizable by " the paradigms 
of its derivation " [above] also, because J 1*5 is pi. of 

^Xju fox, the female of which is called SLJjlj , and the 
male ^llJL^ (Jrb) : (c) IJ says " And ^ULSi I may be 
pi of xJl*3 [7], being [orfj. Jolil , but (Sn)] transposed 
[by putting the J before the Hamza (Sn)] ; so that it is 

like ^Is-A for *2! *-£ statutes, ordinances, [except that 
the Hamza, when postponed from its place, is changed 
into <5 for alleviation (Sn)] : but what S says is more 

appropriate, in order that ^IkZi I may be like l^K I [in 

the verse] ; and also because &X*5 is a generic ?^., and the 
2?Z. of generic 7i5. is of weak authority," where by 
" generic n. " he means generic proper name (A), and by 
"generic ?^$." generic proper names (Sn) : (3) by the 
fact that it, [i. e,, expression (R, Jrb, Sn) containing the 
sub st. (Sn),] is a deriv. [of another expression (R, Jrb, 
Sn)], while the [original (R, Sn)] letter is an aug. [in 
the o. f. (Jrb), like the I of ^>^> (R)> in which case the 
letter in the deriv. corresponding to the aug. letter in 
the o.f. is a subst for it (Jrb)], as in y^r* [686] (SH, 

A), dim. of \^}Jo [278]; for, since the o. /., [vid. the 

127 a 
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non-dim. (Sn),] is known, this ^ is known to be substi- 
tuted for the I (A) : (4) by the fact that it, [i. e., the 
expression (R, Jrb, Sn) containing the original letter 
(Sn).] is a deriv., while it, [i. e., the original letter (R, 
Sn),] is a rad. [in the deriv. (Jrb), like the . and * of 
&jyj (R), in which case the letter corresponding to it in 
the 0./., is a subst. for it (Jrb)], as in &>yo [275] (SH^ 
A), which is [ a deriv., because it is (Jrb)] the dim. 
of %Lo [683]; for, since the dim. is *jy> [with the 
& (Jrb)], it is known that [the 5 is original, because the 
formation of the dim. restores things to their 0. f. (278, 
282) ; so that (Jrb)] the Hamza [of fcLo (Jrb)] is a subst. 
for the s (Jrb, A) : (a) IH's sayings " by the fact that 
etc. " [in cases 3 and 4 above] mean by the fact that 
one expression is a deriv. of another, as the dim. is a 
deriv. of the non-dim. [274] ; while, in the place of a 
letter in the 0. f. y the deriv. contains a letter, which 
can be a subst. for the letter in the 0. /., as the • of 
ujj^o is a S2*5^. for the I of i_>sLo; or for which the 
letter in the 0. f m can be a subst., as the I and Hamza of 
% Lo are substs. for the ^ and 5 , respectively, of jo^jo : (b) 
by the fact, however, that one expiession is a deriv. of 
another, while a letter in one of them differs from the 
[corresponding] letter in the other, you recognize only 
that one [letter] is a subst. for the other ; but do not 
recognize which of them is a subst. for the other, the 
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recognition of that being dependent upon another thing, 
which is this : — you look at the deriv. : and then, if the 
motive for substitution in the o. f. be removed in the 
deriv., as the cause of conversion [684] of the ^ into t 
[in % Lo ] is removed in au^ by the preceding letter's 
being pronounced with Damm, and [as] the cause of 
conversion [683] of the s into Hamza [in %Lo ], vid. the 
occurrence of the s , which is a quasi-unsound letter, 
after the t , which is quasi-augmentative, [is removed 
in au^ by the disappearance of the I ,] you recognize 
that the letter in the deriv. is original ; but, if a cause 
of substitution, not [found] in the original, supervene in 
the deriv,, as the cause of conversion [686] of the I in 

^jkLo into j supervenes in uo^-o by reason of the o ' s 
being pronounced with Damm, you recognize that the 
letter in the deriv. is a subst. : (c) there is no doubt as 
to the obscurity of IH's expressions here (R) : (5) by 
the fact that an unknown formation would be entailed 
(SH, A), if you did not judge a [particular] letter in a 
word to be a subst. for another (R), as in (a) jjf^c [690] 

(SH, A), which is [judged to be (A)] orig. J»K?(Jrb, 
A), since, if it were not so, its measure would necessarily 
be Jjlr# , which is an unknown formation (A), not 
recognized among the measures (Sn), because there is 

no jiii [482] (Jrb); (b)^H [692] (SH), which is 
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ovig. yJLc I , because there is no J*ki \ (Jrb) ; (c) ^Ao\ 

[667, 757] (SH), which is orig. eJJj^f , its ^ being 
changed into <> because of the intention to incorporate, 
and the conj. Hamza put because of the impossibility of 
beginning with a quiescent, that being predicated 
because there is no J^kXi! , [ J^lioi (MASH),] or Jl^UI 
(Jrb); (a) this [argument that such formations are 
unknown] is true of J.*a*> , but not of Jotki I and J^U I , 
because in every v. of the two formations, Jaixil and 

JL&Uj , when the o of the first is a letter of covering 
[734], and the o of the second is a 4> , ^, ^ , etc. [757], 
the o of the first must be followed by a Is [756], and 
the o of the second may have the preceding letter 
incorporated into it ; so that these two are regular, not 
unknown, formations : (6) you recognize the two letters 
in these two formations to be substs. by the fact that 
the Jb does not occur in place of the ^ of Jbuif except 
when preceded by a letter of covering [692, 756] ; while, 
the So being akin to the ^ in outlet [732], and to the 
preceding letter of covering in covering [734], the 
substitution of the Jb for the \& is a probable supposition, 
because of the heaviness of the \& after the letter of 
covering, and the affinity of the h to the letter of 
covering and to the \«j : and the incorporated letter, as in 
IfSl [above] and -jJUJ [757], may be similarly accounted 
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for (R). Substitution is [employed] (1) for the sake of 
lightening [the pronunciation of the word] : (2) because 
of the conformity of the letters, and their approximation 
in (a) outlet [732] ; (b) qualities, like vocality, surdity, 
etc. [734] (Jrb). 

§. 683. The Hamza is substituted for (M, SH, A) 
seven letters (A), (1 — 3) the letters of softness [663, 
697, 734] (M, SH), vid. the ! ,, , and tf (IY, A) ; (4) 
the 5 ; (5) the £ (M, SH, A) ; (6) the ^ ; (7) the g (A). 
Its substitution for the letters of softness is of two 
kinds, regular and irregular. And the regular is of 
two kinds, necessary and allowable (M, Jrb). As for 
the necessary, it is [found] in (1) the J , as % Ll^and 
%Yo ) [328, 723]; (2) the p , as Jsts and ^b [708]; (3) 
the o , as J^ol^t [below]. And, since alteration is more 
appropriate in the final [than in the medial or initial], 
what has the substitution in its J is put by IH [and 
others] before what has it in its g , and what has it in 
its g before what has it in its o (Jrb). The Hamza is 
[necessarily (A, Tsr)] substituted for the ^ and ^ in 
four cases, (l) where the ^ or ^ is final, [whether a J or 
a co-ordinative aug. (Tsr, Sn),] after an auq. \ , [whether 
the initial of its word be pronounced with Kasr, Fath, 

or Damm (Tsr, Sn) so in the Tsr (Sn),] as %Xlf 

[above], *U*u [246], and %\1^ prayer, [where the 



( 1204 ) 

Hamza is substituted for a 5 , the o. f. being «L*T, 
5 U-w , and j Uj> (Tsr)] ; and as % Lo [672], £ LJb gazelles 
[237, 260] (Aud. A), and fcTIi evanescence (Aud) and 
fcLis decree (A), where the Hamza is substituted for a 

^5 , the o.f. being ^Uj ,^ Lib , and ^ Lo [and ^LdS ] 

(Tsr) ; and, [says Kh in the Tsr (Sn),] as % LJU and % L^H 
[248], where the Hamza is substituted for a ^ added for 
co-ordination with J^lLls and (j*ly> [273] (Tsr, Sn) : 
contrary to such as (a) J^U conversed with [703] and 
«jb trafficked with [686] (Aud, A), ^Us helped one 
another and ^Lo became separated (A), Sjlal and 
&j|j^ [below] (Tsr), for want of finality (A), because 
the j and ^ occur as an g (Tsr, Sn) in the first two 
[exs., as also in the next two] ; while the last two words 
are formed with the [inseparable] 5 of femininization 
[266], contrary to the adventitious [ g of] femininization, 
which does not prevent substitution, as zULo/em. of 
i\Z builder [below] (Tsr): (b) y^L and Jdb [643, 719] 
(Aud, A), for want of the I (A, Tsr) : (c) ; |j [below] 
(Aud, A), the name of the [particular (Sn)] letter (Tsr, 
Sn), and JT [below] (Aud, A), pi of ^T[684] (Tsr, Sn) 
a mark, and a verse of a chapter [in the Kur] (Sn), for 
want of augmentativeness in the I (A), because the I in 
both [exs.] is [converted from a (Sn)] rad. (A, Tsr), so 
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that there is no substitution [in the final], otherwise 
two transformations, [vid. conversion of their £ into I , 
and conversion of their «J into Hamza (Sn),] would occur 

9 

in succession, which is disallowed (A) : (a) as for ^ f ^ 
[723], its measure is Joti with two Fathas : but as to 
whether its £ be a ^ or a ^ there are two sayings, the 
first by F, and the second by Akh [698] ; and, according 
to both sayings, the I is converted from a rad. : (b) as for 

<5t[302], its o.f. is ^>t with two Fathas; but the first 
is converted into I , because mobile and preceded by a 
letter pronounced with Fath [684] (Tsr) : (c) the I shares 
with the ) and ^ in that [predicament; so that, w T hen 
final after an'augr. I , it is changed into Hamza (Tsr)], 
as iTU^ [273, 385]: for its o.f is ^^[with an 
abbreviated I (Tsr)], like & Ji» [250, 272] ; but an I is 
added before the final for prolongation, like the I of ^[Ss 

[671, 673] and r ^L& [369]; and, [two I s then concurring, 
which it is not possible to articulate (Tsr),] the second 
[ I (Tsr)] is changed into Hamza (Aud, A), because this 
is from the same outlet as the I [732]; and the vowel 
[of inflection], which was assumed on the f [16], appears 
on it (Tsr) : (d) this substitution is retained in company 
with the adventitious S of femininization, as jsVLo fern. 
of %\jL> [above] : but, if the S of femininization be unad- 
ventitious, substitution is disallowed, as iblj^o guidance 
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[above] and XjUu* [266, 305], g j|«>t [281, 721] and i^lj^ 

enmity, because the word is formed with the [insepara- 
ble] S , i. e., is not formed [without a s (Sn)] as a masc. 
.(A), being either not constituted as a masc. at all, like 

&.> I Jj* [above] ; or shaped as a masc. in another sense, 
like abliLw [above], since %[£** is the s£m of a lamb, or 
&id, prepared [as a vessel] for [holding] water, or 97W/& 
(Sn): fej IM says in the Tashll that the letter of 
softness is sometimes sounded true, [i. e., retained 
without conversion (Sn),] with the adventitious, and 
changed with the inseparable ["8 of femininization], the 
first as in the prov. SbULw LgJ>li jiU>\ <3*u! Give water 
to RaMsh [a woman's name (Md)], for verily she is a 
great giver of water, [applied to the beneficent, meaning 
" Be beneficent to him because of his beneficence v ( Jh, 
Sn),] where, since it is a prov., and provs. are not 

altered [1], &jUuw resembles what is formed with the 
[inseparable] is of femininization ; [but this, in my 
opinion, requires consideration, because it is good as an 
assignment of the cause for the ,5 's being sounded true 
after this phrase became a prov., not for its being 
sounded true when this phrase was first spoken (Sn) ;] 
while some say 5 * liu* Lgi U with Hamza, as when not in 
a prov.: and the second as ins^iLo for SbXo [266, 
721] : (f) the predicament of the two augments [228] of 
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the clu. is like that of the b" of feniininization in being 

accoinpauied by this substitution, as ^U L^and ^ U 1 0) 

^ ^ j* 

(A); i. e M allowably, which is not incompatible with 
IM's saying a And such as %l*lz , % L*S", and &Lu^ [are 
dualized] with a ^ or Hamza" [230] (Sn) : but, if the 
word be \prig^\ formed as a du. } substitution is dis- 
allowed, as in their saying ^oUxj *aJjLd [228, 230, 
721]: (g) it is objected that such a rel. n. [below] as 
<5 5 li , when you curtail it according to the dial, of those 
who do not understand [the elided letter] as expressed 
[58], contravenes the rule mentioned [in IM's saying 
" Then substitute the Hamza for a ^ and ^ , when final 
after an aug. I", because constructively "for every ^ and 

\s" (Sn)] : for you say ^UL Ghdwi with Datum of 
the ^ without substitution, notwithstanding that it falls 
within the rule mentioned; the reason that substitution 
is not employed being that ^ Lc has already been trans- 
formed by elision of its J [301], [on account of the ^ of 
relation, as is expressly stated by IUK (Sn),] so that 
two transformations are not combined in it (A) : (h) this 
objection is not restricted to the " rel. n." [above] : for, 
when [the voc.~\ ^lt , without [the & of] relation, is 
[similarly] curtailed, its predicament is like that [of the 
voc. \Sy^ > since h ere a lso you say . l£ L ] ; and hence 

Syt, when he quotes the language of IUK, omits this 

128 a 
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expression ["rel n. "] from it: but the condition of the 

curtailment of ^Li or ^li is that it should be a proper 
name, as is plainly laid down [58] : (i) the objection is 
answered by saying that what is mentioned does not 
contravene [the rule], because the j of ^Lc is not 
' final" ; but medial, the elision being accidental (Sn): 
(j) [A suggests that,] if IM had put u when a J " in 
place of "when final", saying " when a J after an aug. 
I ", it would have been right (A), because it would have 
excluded ^ l£ , where the ^ is an g : but the expression 
" when a J " is open to the objection that it does not 

include such as fctJU and *by? [above], where the 
Hamza is substituted for a & added for co-ordination ; 
and therefore IUK says that the rule should be correct- 
ed by saying " for a ^ or ^ that is a J or co-ordinated 
with one": while A's expression " when a J" and ITJK/s 
correction of the rule are both open to the objection 
that they do not include such as *l *-*&> [above], where 
the Hamza is substituted for the I of femininization 
(Sn) : (k) the manner of this substitution is disputed : — 
( a) it is said that the ^ and y are changed into Hamza, 
which is apparently the language of IM : ( Q ) critical 
judges of etymology say that an I is substituted for the 
. and <5 , and afterwards the I is changed into Hamza : 
for, when .L*Tand ^h^ are said, the ^ and & are mobile 
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after a Fatha [684], there being no barrier between them 
except the aug. I , which is not an insuperable barrier, 
because of its quiescence and augmentativeness ; and, in 
addition to that, they are in the seat of alteration, vid. 
the end [of the word] ; so that they are converted into 
I , because made to accord with [the ^ and ^ in] the cat. 

of \SclL and ^s [719]; and, two quiescents then concur- 
ring, the second I is converted into Hamza, because this 
is from the same outlet as the I [732] (A) : the first ! not 
being converted, because its conversion would defeat the 
object of [putting] it, vid. prolongation; and because 
alteration is more suitable to finals ; and because mobi- 
lization of the second results in the appearance of the 
inflection, by which the distinction between the mean- 
ings is produced [19] (Sn) : (2) where the ^ or ^ occurs 
as an g of an act. part, from a v. whose c is transformed, 
[whether the act. part, mentioned be, or be not, denuded 

of the sign of the fern., du., and£>Z. (Sn\] as JiSlsand 
*5b [above] (Aud, A), which are orig. J^U and *jC ; but 
are [transformed, because (Tsr)] made to accord with 
the v. (A, Tsr) in transformation (A), though the trans- 
formation in them is by conversion of the £ into Hamza 
[below], and in the v. by conversion of it into I (Sn) : 
contrary to such as ^ was blind of one eye [684], act. 

part. ^U [708], and v ^jl& ivas large in the eye, act. part. 
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^U (Aud, A), because the £ , being sounded true in 
the v., from fear of confusion with \k rendered blind of 
one eye and ^l& smote ivith the evil eye, is sounded true 
in the act, part, [also] (Tsr) : (a) this substitution is 
current m what is on the measure of J^U or sULtLi whea 
not an act. part., like y3U> [247], which is [spelt with a 

— and^ by Kh, who expounds it as (Sn)] a cardeh-, 
whence 

[419] (A), where it is spelt with a _ and s [247] by 
Al'Aini, who expounds it as a place where water collects 

(Sn) ; and like SjS U> , which is a piece of timber put in 

the middle of the roof : but the language of IM here 
and in the Kafiya does not include that, [because it has 
no v., nay, is not really an act. part. (Sn)] ; though he 
notices it in the Tashil (A) : (b) Kh says in the Tsr 
(g n ) : — What IM mentions, following others, vid. that 
the act. part, is subordinate to the v. in transformation 
and sounding true, is dubious for two reasons, firstly that 
transformation is sometimes introduced into the act. 

part., when it has no v. at all, like j.3 L> [with the — 
andv , which is a garden (Tsr),] and [its fern. (Tsr)] 
g'sl^ , [which is the piece of timber in the middle of the 
roof (Tsr)]; for, if they assert that these two are* 
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transferred from act. parts., they multiply transfer i& 
generic substantives, where it is rare, nay, is said to be 
disallowed : and secondly that, according to the sound 
[Opinion], the qual. is subordinate to the inf. n., not to 
the v. [331] (Tsr, Sn) : but the answer to the first 
[reason] is that the transfer is a necessary inference 
[from the formation], while the multiplication is denied ; 
and to the second is that the subordination of the qual. 
to the inf. n., according to the preferable [opinion], is 
in respect of derivation, which is not incompatible with 
what they say here, vid. that its subordination to the 
v. is in respect of transformation and sounding true 
(Sn) : (c) [the manner of] this substitution also is 
disputed : — (a) it is said that the ^ or ^ is changed into 
Hamza, as IM says (A); but, if A had said " which is 
apparently the language of IM ", as he says in the 
corresponding passage [of case 1 (&, a)] above, it 
would have been better (Sn): (b) the majority say 
" Nay, they are converted into I , [because each of them 
is mobile after a Fatha separated (from it) by a not 
insuperable barrier (Sn)]; and afterwards the I is 
changed into Hamza, as before mentioned [under case 1 
[k, B )] in connection with fcll^and %\os\ while the 
Hamza is pronounced with Kasr, according to the o. f. 
of [mobilization in] the concurrence of two quiescents 
[664] : (c) Mb says that the I of J.*li is inserted before* 
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the converted I in jli and £b [684, 703], and their likes ; 
so that, two I s then concurring, both of which are 
quiescent, [the one representing] the £ is mobilized, 
because it is orig. mobile ; and the I , when mobilized, 
becomes a Hamza [below] (A) : (d) according to the 
saying of Mb, then, the ^ and ^ are not regarded in the 
act. part, contrary to their case according to the two 
previous sayings : this is what appears to me to be the 
truth ; and by it the saying of Mb differs [from what 
is apparently the language of IM, as well as] from the 
saying of the majority (Sn) : (e) such [formations] as 
Ju b and *S b are written with the ^ , according to the 
predicament of alleviation [by softening the Hamza 
between pure Hamza and pure ^ , as is proved by what 
follows (Sn)], because the rule of the Hamza in those 
[formations] is to be softened between Hamza and ^ 
[658], for which reason it is written as a ^ : (f) as for 
changing the Hamza in those [formations] into pure & , 
they categorically declare it to be a solecism : and so 
[do they declare] sounding the & true in *^b , [i. e., pro- 
nouncing it as though it were the rad. ( & ) , not changed 
from the Hamza, so that this (solecism) is not the same 
as the preceding (Sn)] ; while, if the & might be sounded 
true in *5b , the ^ might be sounded true in Job : (g) 
for that reason, [i. e., because the " changing " or " sound- 
ing true " mentioned by A is a solecism (Sn),] the 
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dotting of the & of J^U and wfC is disallowed : MM 

says "The dotting of the ^ of JuU and ^iT is vulgar : 
and", says he, "I have seen in one of IJ 5 s compositions 
that F entered the presence of one of the so-called 
learned ; and lo, before him was a piece of paper having 
Juls written on it with two dots below [the ^ ] : so F 
said to that Master ' Whose writing is this ? ', and he said 
4 My writing ' ; whereupon F turned to his companion, 
and said ' We have wasted, our steps in visiting his 
like', and instantly went out" (A) : (3) where the ^ or 

^ occurs [in the p?.] after the | of Jl^Lw [18, 256], while, 
in the sing., it is an aug. letter of prolongation [third], 
as [ y^lc , pi. (Tsr)] ySLs^fc , and [ *aju^o , pi. (Tsr)] 
JuT&So [246, 703, 717]: (a) the 1 shares with the y 
and ^ in this case, as it'iks necklace, collar, pi. Ju^jf , 
and *Jll ; ,pl. JbLL; [246, 717] (Aud) : (b) IM indicates 
the third [case] by his saying "And the [letter of (Sn)] 
prolongation ", [whether a ^ , a ^ , or an I (Sn),] " when 
an aug. third in the sing., is seen as Hamza in the like 

of [the pi] !)Sy3 [above]/' i. e., The aug. letter of 
prolongation third [in the sing.'] must be changed into 
Hamza in the pi. on the paradigm of Jxtlc , as hS^U , 
pi. Jo^jf [above]; w^u ,pl. v^TiJo; and^k* ,pj. 
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w Ls\.d (A) : (c) that [conversion of such a letter of 
prolongation into Hamza] is because, when you pluralize 
*S^S [and &JU^ (Tsr)] on the paradigm of J^U* , the 

I of the pi. occurs third, while the I of XSlks [and LlLLx 
(Tsr)] occurs after it ; so that, two I s being combined, 
elision or mobilization of one of them is unavoidable ; 
and, if the first [ I (Tsr)] were elided, the indication of 
the pi. would escape ; while, if they elided the second, 
the formation of the pi. would be altered, because this 
pi. must have a letter pronounced with Kasr between 
its I and the letter of [its (Sn)] inflection, in order that 
the pi. may be like JL^Li^o ; so that nothing remains but 
mobilization of the second [I (Tsr)] with Kasr, in order 
that it may be like the g of J^U* ; and the I , when 
mobilized, is converted into Hamza [below] : while the 
. of \y^^ an d the ^ of kaa^lo [above] are assimilated to 
the I of S^iU [and aLlLu^ (Tsr)], because they are 
preceded by a vowel homogeneous with them, [and are 
quiescent ; so that they are treated (Tsr)] like the I : 
this is the reason given by IJ : (d) Khl says that the I , 
, and » are turned into Hamza in Jo L<^ , uaj Lssus , 
and y3T^vi , because the letters of softness in these 
words are not orig. mobile ; bub are only dead letters, 
not entered by a vowel : so that, when they occur after 
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the I , [which, being quiescent, requires to be followed 
by a mobile,] they are turned into Hamza ; and do not 
appear [in their own form], since they have orig. no 
vowel (Tsr, Sn) : so in the (Tsr) : (e) [the preceding exs. 
are] contrary to [such as (A)] (a) %X [ OT Jp , which 
is a lion (Tsr, Sn)], pi ^ [253, 675] (And, A), 
because the , [in the sing.] is'not a letter of prolongation 
(Tsr) : (b) [ fa desert, pi. \j£ (A),] ll^ , pi ^ 
[246, 717] (Aud, A), and L£ recompense, pi. o,l& 
(A), because the letter of prolongation in the sing, is 
rod., so that it is not changed [in the pi] (Tsr) : («) 
[j&-i q^o^n,^. (And)]^ , and[ ^ mW> 
^.(Aud)] ^tu, [with change, notwithstanding that 
the letter of prolongation in the sing, is ™tf., because it 
is the £ . of the word (Tsr),] are anomalous (Aud A) 
what facilitates its change being the assimilation of the 
rod. to the aug. (Tsr) ; and the 0. f. k ^ and ^ 
which also are said W :fi fc]Z a l so , wifch ^ J 
one version transmitted from Nafi<, i s anomaIoug> ^ 
well-known [version] transmitted from hhn bein. with 
^^tioned] in Jthe Comment of] I UE ^ the 

^U [247]; and ^L [366, 379], J^a [253, 396], and 
d& .« certain dry measure^ [685] : because the unsound 
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letter is not third (A) ; while olu* and ^yi are [also] 
excluded by the restriction to the letter of prolongation 
(Sn) : (4) where the y or & occurs as second of two soft 
letters having thetofJ^U* [18,256] between them, 
whether the two soft letters be (a) two ^ s, as in v_djlIS , 
pi. of *ui-u (Aud, A), which is the excess over the decimal 
number, from ou , aor. oLOa ; whereas the saying of 
Sht that its o.f. is yjjli, [like ^> (251, 716) (Tsr),] 
is based upon [the theory] that it is from ub, aor. 
o.jl> (Tsr, Sn) : so in the Tsr (Sn) : (b) two ^ s , as in 
J^T^F [715], pi. of Sji [357] : or (c) different, [one being 
a ^5 , and the other a ^ (Tsr), which includes two cases, 
precedence of the ^ before the ^ , and the converse 
thereof, both exemplified by A (and Kh) (Sn),] as in 
dSZxMjpl. of Jou* [251], [since it is (Aud)] wig. o^ 
[685, 716] (Aud, A) ; and juT^o , pi. of cXjIo hunter 
(A, Tsr), where the j is a subst. for the ! of juLo [247, 
086] (Sn): orig. o^J^ and dJ^ [715] (A): (a) what 
follows the I of the pi. is changed into Hamza in ths 
four exs., because the succession of three soft letters 
contiguous to the final is deemed heavy (Tsr) : (b) this 
substitution is not peculiar to what follows the I of the 
pi. [715] ; so that, if you formed from Jjj a [sing. (Sn)] 
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like \j*)\y£ 'Uwdrid) you would say Jul^i' with the 
Hamza: this is the opinion of S and the majority (A, 
Tsr), and IM proceeds upon it in the Tashil (A) ; but 
Akh and Zj dissent [in that (Tsr)], holding substitution 
to be disallowed in the si r ag., because it is light (A, Tsr), 
contrary to the pi. (Tsr) : (c) the predicament of this, 
Hamza in respect of its being written as a & , and of 
dotting/s being disallowed, is [the same] as was men^ 
tioned in the case of J£u> and ^b above (A). And 

here is a [fifth (A)] case peculiar to the ? (Aud, A) : 

when two 5 s are combined, and the first is initial* [at 
the beginning of the word (Tsr),] while the second is 
either mobile [unrestrictedly (Tsr)], or quiescent, [but] 
original as a ^ , then the first ^ is [necessarily (Tsr)] 
changed into Hamza (Aud), because of two matters, (1) 
that reduplication at the beginning of a word is rare, 
the only instances of it being some well-known wQrds, 

m s s 

like O od [357, 672, 674] ; and, since reduplication at the 
beginning of a word is rare with sound letters, it is 
impossible with the ^ , from the heaviness of the latter : 
(2) that, since they allow [the initial ; of] l^J } [below] 
and the like, which is a single ^ , to be changed [into 
Hamza], on account of [the fact] that, by reason of the 
Pamma, it is like two ; s, they are naturally disposed to 
make the change obligatory when two ; s are [actually] 
present, because two. y s are heavier than a ; and & 
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Darama : these two reasons are given by*S. Two cases 
are included under that [rule], (1), where the second y 
is mobile ; (2) where it is quiescent, [but] original as a . 
(Tsr) : the first [case (Tsr)] as in the pi. of Llo^ joining 

O* y <g. 

and &a2}j preserver, where you say J^| [357, 661] and 
0I5I (Aud), like LjJa , pi ^ } (^s [247, 383, 686] (Tsr) r 
orig. J^j and \j\fi (Aud), with two ^ s [below], the 
first of which is changed into Hamza, as L^juo ooli 
pj\ [48] (Tsr) : and the second [case (Tsr)] as in ^y&\ 

fern, of J^t [357], orig. ^^ [below] with two ^ s, the 
first being a o pronounced with Danim, and the second 
a quiescent g (Aud), original as a y ; while itspZ. is J^t 
[357], oW</. J jy [below], which is treated as above men- 
tioned [under the first case] (Tsr) : contrary to such as 

'9 * 9 

(a) [the passives (Tsr)] ^^ and ^^ , [below], where [it 
is not necessary that the first ^ should be changed into 
Hamza, because (Tsr)] the second is quiescent, [and] con- 
verted from the I of J^U [490, 671] (Aud), with Fath of 
thec,vid. _i|: readied and ^;t; hid; so that it is 
not original as a • , because it is a subst. for an aug. I 
(Tsr): (b) ^^t with two ^ s, alleviated [658] from 
_J.Jf [below] with a j pronounced with Damm, and 
then a Hamza, fern, of Jt^^ t , the Joti \ [of superiority 
(Tsr)] from Jl^ [357],-i. q-X^l fled for refuge (Aud), 
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where it is not necessary that the first ^ should be 
changed into Hamza, because the second ^ , being 
converted from a Hamza, is not original as a } : (a) 
allowability is to be understood from the negation of 
necessity (Tsr). As for [this] substitution of the 
Hamza for the ^ , it is [said by Z to be] (IY) for every 
* occurring as an initial, coupled with another [ ^ that 
is] inseparable [from the formation], as in (1) J^tjl and 
\j>\)\ [above], pis. of sLLc\j and SU-I^ , as ^>J\ U,<Xo ooJ 
[above] : (2) JlojjI [661], dim. of Jwol^ joining [below] 
(M) ; and SUib^l [below], dim. of aU-lj [above]: orig. 
Juaj^ and &**!)) j in which there are two causes for 
conversion into Hamza, (a) the combination of two » s 
[above] ; and (b) the [initial] ^ 's being [permanently] 
pronounced with Daram [below], on account of the dim. 
formation [274] : (3) J^ I [below] and ^ I , which you 
would say if you formed a n. like v^ L253] and ^j^.o 
lion from <X^ promised, threatened and ^C: weighed : (a) 
if used as names, they would be triptote, because they are 
J^i , like f£ Kaxithar [671] andya^* Jauhar [369] ; 
not jiil [18] , like ^of Adra* and lj°f ^^o; (IY). 
The rule for it is [here said by R to be] this .-—Whenever 
two ^ s are [combined] at the beginning of a word, and 
their second is not an aug. [letter of prolongation] con- 
verted from another letter [699], their first is converted 
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into Hamza, as (1) j^>tj I [and Juajj I above] ; (2) j^ y\ 
[above],, from d^y > upon the measure of ^Jsy^ : (3) 

oU^I [below], upon the measure of ^U^ [377] (R). 
[But A states the rule thus*. — ] Whenever two>> s>ara 
combined at the beginning of a word, their first must.be 
changed inta Hamza, provided that their second be not 
an unoriginal letter of prolongation (A),, being either 
not a letter of prolongation, or an original letter of 
prolongation (Sn). Four cases, therefore, are excluded; 
vid. where the second [ ^ ] is a letter of prolongation (1) 
substituted for (a) the f of j^li [with Fath of the g 
(Sn)], as in OubStl ^syy The age of maturity was. reached, 

and Cjl* i5;m VIL 19 - E 686 ]; ( b ) a Hamza, as in Jy)\ 

alleviated from ^y I [above] : (2) adventitious, [but not 
caused by substitution, in order that this case may be 
distinguishable from what precedes it. (Sn),] as when 
you form the paradigm of J.^y [482] from <\*| , and 
then reduce it to the pass*, [in which case you say 
jet ' , the second ( y ) being an adventitious letter of 
prolongation caused by the supervention of Damma. 
(436) before it (Sn)] : (3) a/wg. % as when you form the; 
paradigm of jLtji [above] from ^ , in which case you 
say oll/j : (a) in these four cases the change [of y into 
Hamza] is not necessary, but allowable ; (b) some differ 
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about the fourth, where they hold the change to be 
necessary, [as ol*y ! above,] because two ^ s are combined 
[at the beginning of the word]; while the second, 
{though an aug. letter of prolongation (Sn),] is not 
Substituted for an aug.> [contrary to the (second) y of 
such as ^ijj {Sn),] since the Damma before it is unad- 
ventitious, [contrary to the Damma before the letter of 
prolongation in such as ^^ (Sn)] : and this opinion is 
adopted by IU [and R] : (c) IM prefers the saying that 
both modes are allowable, because the second [ ^ ], 
though its prolongation is not an innovation, [since 
the word is formed, and constituted, therewith (Sn),] is 
still an aug. letter of prolongation ; so that it is not 
devoid of resemblance to the [ _ (Sn)] converted [from 

the (Sn)] I (A ) in such as ^i^ (Sn). And two cases 
are included, in which the change is necessary, vid. 
where the second [ ^ ] is (1) not a letter of prolongation, 
as in (a) J^ \pl. of ^if I /em. of J ; ^ ! , orig. Jjj [above] ; 
(b) JLot^T and <j>!j I } pl$. of &JLo|^ and 1U2\y , orig. J^t^ 
and \j\fi , with two y s [above], the first the vj of the 
word, and the second a subst. for the I of ki&li [686], as 
it is substituted in the dim. y like JLojj I and (Jj^ I (A), 
dims, of Jwcf^ [above] and ^ preserver \ though aJLo^f 
and iUi^ \ [above] would be more conformable to what 
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precedes (Sn) : (c) Jce^ ! [above], which you would say if 

O * ° s 9 • 

you formed the paradigm of v^y [373] from <Xc^ , orig. 

4X^5 : (2) an original letter of prolongation, as in ^ S I 

Jem. of J j if I , on#. ^jj [above] (A) t The condition is. 
that the second . should not be an adventitious letter 
of prolongation, being (1) an original letter of prolong- 
ation, i e., [a letter of prolongation] not substituted for 
anything, as in ^Sfl I fern, of J ^ if I , orig. ^^ [above] : 
(2) not a letter of prolongation at all, because not after' 

9 ■& * 

Damm, whether it be (a) mobile, as in J^l^ I [and (J'f y I ] 

mentioned [above]; and in J^l pi. of ^^1 , orig. J^ 
[above] : or (b) quiescent, after a vowel other than. 
Pamma, as in J 5 ! , o^. J^^ with three ^ s [357]. In, 
all of that the change [of the first ^ into Hamza] is 
necessary : whereas, with the adventitious letter of 
prolongation, it is not necessary, but allowable, whether 
such letter be a si6&s£. for the I of J^cli , as in ^^ and 
<5^ [above], where ^1 and ^l [below] with Hamza 

* 9 O * 

are allowable; or for a Hamza, as in ^vM alleviated 

*& 90s ' * 

from ^y I [above] ; or for any other [letter], as detailed 
by A (MKh). The restriction of initiality [in the first 

2 x 9 & ** 

) ] excludes such [forms] as <5^ [661] and ^y* (Aud; 

A), rel. ns. of ^ya love and &yj date-stones [300] (Aud, 
Sn), where the first ^ is not changed into Hamza;' 
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because it is not initial (Tsr, Sn). IM in the Tashil 
adds another condition for the necessity of change [into 
Hatnza], vid. that ihe conjunction of the two ^ s should 
not be accidental, caused by elision of a separating 
Hatnza, as when you form [a word commensurable with 
(Sn)] Jxyill [482] from <sl$ [i. q. <£*5 promising, 
threatening (Sn)], in which case you say ^l^bj , ong. 

^?1|I I , the first j being converted into ^ because of 
its quiescence after a Kasra [685, 699], and the last & 
into I because of its mobility and the Fath of what 
precedes it [684, 719] : and, when the vowel of the first 
[disj.] Hamza is transferred to the quiescent ^ before 
it, the conj. Hamza is elided, because it can be dispensed 
with, [since the initial is no longer quiescent] ; while the 
^5 reverts to its o. /., vid. the ^ , because of the cessation 
of the motive for its conversion ; so that the word is 
reduced to ^§\^ [with a ^ pronounced with Fath, and 
then a quiescent ^ (Sn)], where two . s are combined at 
the beginning of the word, and change is not necessary, 
but both modes are allowable : and similarly, if the vowel 
of the second Hamza were transferred to the . , the 
word then becoming \y^ [with two ^ s pronounced with 
Fath, and then an I (Sn)], both modes, [retention of the 
(first) j and its change into Hamza (Sn),] would be allow T - 
able, agreeably ^vith the opinion of F. But others are 

said to hold change to be neaessary in that [accidental 

130a 
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conjunction of two ^ s], whether [the vowel of (Sn)] 
the second [Hamza (Sn)] be transferred, or not (A). 
The allowable [substitution of the Hamza for a letter of 
softness] is its substitution for every ^ [permanently 
(IY)] pronounced with Damm [675], occurring (1) single, 
when (a) a o , as in [ *j^j and (IY)] ay^l [278, 322, 
682, 699] (M), ^Jf, timed and JLil [278, 322] (IY) ; (b) 
an c not [doubled by having another ^ ] incorporated into 
[it], as ^o\ [278] (M), pi. of ^S , and yjil pi. of vlji : 
'Uuiar Ibn Abl Rabl'a says 

,4?id, w/ien J lost the sound of them ; and lamps that 
burned brightly at nightfall, and fires, were extin- 
guished ; and another says 

[242] (IY) : (2) coupled [with another ^ ], when [the ^ 
permanently pronounced with Damm is] an g , as in ^£ 
[below] and ^1 [278] (M). The formula for it is 
" Every * pronounced with a permanent [below] Damma, 
whether such ^ be initial, [as in ^ I ;] or medial, [as in 
\*°&\ and ;y^G and whether that which is initial be 
followed by an aug. ^ converted from another letter, as. 
in ^ I [above] ; or not, as in sy^ I [above] " (R). As for 
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the substitution of the Hamza for the ^ pronounced with 
Damm, mentioned [in the last two paragraphs], it is 
good, regular, as in (1) s^l , orig. s^=>^ [above]; (2) 
* .0 1 [above] and ^ I £>£. of ^b y£re, o?v^. ^o ! and ^ \ 
[242]; (3) yj^y* [237], pi. of o^ shank, and ^£ m/. n. 
of i. L*J I ^Li TAe water sank, aor. ^yu , m/. ?is. ^£ and 
*.^£ , where the conversion is not on account of the 
combination of tw T o ^ s, because the second is an atig. 
letter of prolongation (A). Our saying [that the 
Damma should be (A)] " permanent" [above] is to guard 
against the [accidental (IY)] Darama [arising because 
(IY)] of (1) inflection (IY, R, A), as in p* *dJ> This is 
a bucket (IY, A) ; (2) the [concurrence of (I Y, A)] two 
quiescents (IY, R, A), as in II. 15. [403, 664, 684] and 
II. 238. [547, 664,684] (IY, A). And "not doubled 
[by having another ^ incorporated into it] " is to guard 

against such as oyuS taking refuge and jL^a.3* shifting. 
As for the substitution of the Hamza for the ^ pre 
nounced with Kasr between an I and a double ^ , it 
[also] is [an allowable substitution for a letter of soft- 

3 ~x S ~^ 

ness ; and occurs] in such as ^S |^ and ^U [305], rel. ns. 
of«j|^and abU , orig. ^|p and ^U with three ^ s, 
then lightened by conversion of the first into Kamza 
(A). The irregular (M), anomalous (A), [substitution 
of the Hamza for a letter of softness] is its substitution 

Digiti 



( 1226 ) 

for (I) the I in [a good number of positions (1Y), such 
as (M)] (a) ibfS and Jbli [665] (M, A), for ll(o and 

20 La , where the ! , being mobilized on account of the 
concurrence of two quiescents, is converted into Hamza, 
because the ! is a weak letter, wide in outlet [732], not 
susceptible of a vowel ; so that, when constrained to 
mobilize it, they convert it into the letter nearest to it, 
via. the Hamza (IY) : and [hence (IY)] ^eCul (M, A), 

fk»*>[ (M), and JIjuM , for [ ^UjI , ^boo! , and] JLz^I : 
Diikaiu says 

And his milking ivas until his milk-pail became white ; 
and Kuthayyir says 

^4nc? a£ t/ie land when such that, as for its blacks they 
have clothed themselves in whiteness, and, as for its 

whites, they have become black, meaning owou&oli ; and 
they recite 

* * y ^ y *^ '* y ^ " ^ 

<" * • ££• ° ^o a y C y ^ 

And after the whiteness of hoariness from every side, 
which has so overgrown my head of hair that its black 
has become glistening, meaning JLn^it : while AZ is 
reported to have said " I heard 'Amr Ibn 'Ubaid read 
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^U. T, LV. 39. [6G5] ; and I thought that he had 
committed a solecism, until I heard the Arabs say jb|j> 
and Zll [above]" (IY) : (b) jjlilf [665] and ^UJl 
[247, 373], reported to have been pronounced with 
Hamza by Al'Ajjaj (M, A), who says 

(M) a&o<ie o/ Salmcty hail, again hail ! Then 
Kliindif [309, 679] {5 the head of this world (Jsh), 
because the I would be a foundation in JC*J\ , [to 
rhyme] with which only a word [ending] like *^LJ I or 
f»p^-M would be allowable ; so that, since he says ^LJ *5 
[at the end of the first hemistich], he pronounces JL-JI 
with Hamza, in order that the rhyme may run in one 
course as respects lack of foundation (IY) : while vb 
[665] is transmitted (M) from them by Lh with Hamza, 
orig. pb without Hamza, as is proved by their saying, 
in thepl.,\\y*\ and ^Laj (IY') : the poet says 

^ls though he ivere a tame falcon above a watch-tower, 
that had discovered th* sand grouse in a level smooth 
plain (Jh, IY) : and [hence {IY)] kLlL&ll «y Uys Hie 
hen clucked [674] ; and the poet says o^kl^ <X5i |ll^ 
v>J| [665] (M), cited by Fr, where the poet, being 



■ 



. * • > 
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constrained to mobilize the I before the <j> of (jiliJLj t , 
because it corresponds to the J of [the foot] ^JL****** , 
converts it into Hamza, as we said above [under (a)], 
except that he mobilizes it with Kasra, because he 
means [to express] the Kasra that was on the ^ where- 
from the I was converted, since (ju^o is JulXLo from 
\jj£ , being orig. (JfycA* (IY) ; and Fr transmits, in a 
case of no constraint, <£Lo J!^ a wealthy man (R), for 

3 Co [278, 682, 703, 711] (MAR) ; and they say jJ^iT til 
J>JaJ L The man discharged the obligation of perform- 

m<7 the pilgrimage (R), for ^J (MAR): (a) that 
[conversion of the I into Hamza in the exs. given under 
(b)] is not for escape from the [concurrence of] two 
quiescents ; but is because of the proximity of the outlets 
of the I and Hamza [732] (R) : (2) the ; not pronounced 
with Damm (M), (a) when a o pronounced with Kasr 
or Fath (IY) : (a) as for the substitution of the Hamza 
for the initial [below] ^ pronounced with Kasr, it is (A) 
in such as " ll[ [699], »«Sli[ , and kSCJ [for ~L£ ; baldric, 
sili. embassy , and SoL*^ cushion (IY, A)] ; and [ % 1*1 
for *U. sac£, whence (IY)] *ui>! J* I XII. 76. The sack 
of his brother [Benjamin (K, B)] in the reading of 
[Ubayy (A),] Sa'id Ibn Jubair (M, A), and IIU (A) : 
S cites [the verse by Ibn Mukbil (?)] 
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^4s/or £/ie embassy, its cavalcades got hold sometimes of 
misfortune, and sometimes of favors, in the presence of 
the tyrants : (a) that is because they assimilate the ^ 
pronounced with Kasr to the ^ pronounced with Damm, 
since they deem Kasra, as they deem Damma, to be 
heavy [on the 5 ] (IY) : ( 8) ^ z holds this substitution 
to be regular [322] (M, R, A) in the [initial . (R)] pro- 
nounced with Kasr (M, R) : but others restrict it to 
hearsay (IY, A) ; while Pm reports that IUK says 
" I have seen in some book that it is the dial, of 
Hudhail" (Sn) : ( r ) "initial" [above] is to guard 

against such as the ^ of JoJs long [684], which is not 
converted, because the [ ^ ] pronounced with Kasr, being 
lighter than the one pronounced with Damm, is not 
converted in every position ; while the middle is more 
remote from alteration [than the beginning] (A) : (6) 
[as for the (initial) ^ pronounced with Fath, it is not 
converted, because of the lightness of Fatha, except 
(A)] in [their anomalous sayings (A)] Slil languid [699] 
(M, A), on the measure of sUi* spear -shaft (Sn), said of 
a woman, orig. Hb^ (IY, A), sUUi from °J>j i. q. JJj 
languor (IY), [or] from slyj [with Fath of the y , and 
quiescence of the ^ , as is understood from the KF 
(Sn),] i. q. %Lu slowness (A) ; *ClT Asmd (M, A), a 
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woman's name (IY, A), to guard against *U^,| pL of 
I*** I [667] (Sn), because, says IS, it is orig, *>U^ [699] 
(A), its measure being £^*i (IY), from &oL*« i. q. ^^^ 

r. • ts 

beauty (IY, A) ; and Jl=»| [322] (M, A), when used as a 
?mm. (IY, A) in w£-& J^>l and jj;>A^5 0^>l [313] 
(IY), orig. t\z*) , from s<\^ unity; contrary to <X~*| 
(IY, A) in mt ^1^ U [322] (A), [and] in ^ JjjL C* 

t\~*| There is not any one in the house (IY), where the 
Hamza is [said to be (A)] original (IY, A), because 
0^1 is not in the sense of unity (A), since it denotes 
generality, not singleness (IY) ; though [here also 1 the 
Hamza is said [by some] to be a subst. for the ^ (Sn) ; 
and iX^I in the tradition. (M) that Muhammad said to a 
man, who made the sign with his two forefingers in 
reciting the creed, tX^I tX^I Make the sign with one, 

one, i. e., Je=^ Jw^ (IY) : (b) [when a letter of prolong- 
ation : for] F recites 

(R), by Jarir, praising Hisham Ibn 'Abd AlMalik, 
27ie dearest of the hindlers (of fire) to me are, also 

related ^!jj»yj| 4^-^J Assuredly very dear to me are 
[476] £/ic two hindlers (of fire), Muscl and his sister 
Ja ( da } when the blaze has lighted them up (Jsh), with 
the ^ of ^ JojJ I [or I Jo^J I ] and {S ^yo pronounced as 
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a Hamza; while ^1% u£jG XXXVIII. 32.|[459] 
is [reported to have been (B)] read [by Ibn Kathir with 
the y (B)] pronounced as Hamza (R), because of ^the 
Damma before it, like JJjJJ [for ^^ (686)] (B) : (a) the 
reason of that is said to be that the . , being] in the 
Ticinity of Damma, becomes, as it were, vocalized with 
Damm ; while the ^ vocalized with Damm is [regularly] 
pronounced as Hamza, as in ^J> and »^ [above] (R) : 
(3) the ,5 (M, A), (a) when [initial, and] pronounced 
with Fath, in which case they substitute Hamza for the 
(3 , as they substitute it for the [initial] ^ [pronounced 
with Fath], though more rarely than for the y [above] 
(IY) : they say (a) *jj>I *JUf *Ls God cut off his hand! 
(M, R, A), with Fath of the Hamza, and quiescence of 
the o (Sn), meaning aujo , [i. e., sjo (A),] by restoring 
the J [260, 719], and (IY, R, A) substituting a Hamza 
for the o (IY), [i. e.,] changing the [first (R)] ^ into 
Hamza (R, A) : so says I J (R) : ( a) F says that ^<S I is 

_. **Qs 9,0-B. i'o's 

a dial. var., *jJo and *p I being on a par with jUJLj 
FaZamZam, [a mountain of Tihama (BK, MI),] and 

9 •©•:£ 

pXJ\ Alamlam ; but his pupil I J disagrees with him 
(Sn) : (6) JJI Kjlllf ^ Jn Aw teetfi, ts JJ* (M, R, A), 
i. e., (Jj^ [663] (IY, R, A), which is shortness of the 
[upper (IY)] teeth, or, as is said, their curvature toivards 

the inside of the mouth, whence jJf [663, 703] said of a 

131a 
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man, and * iL> of a woman (IY, A) : (b) [when a letter of 
prolongation: for] they (M, R), [or] some of them (A), 
say auLi naiwre (M, R, A) with Hamza (A), orig. with 
,5 (TY; R), the Hamza being a sw&sZ. for the & (IY); 
and similarly JUS) , which is the foon (A). The substi- 
tution of the Hamza for the 5 [and g (A)] is rare (IY, 
A), i. e., anomalous (Sn), irregular (IY). Its substitu- 
tion for the a is in (1) [such as (Jrb)] %Zo [304, 326, 682, 
684] (M, Jrb, A), and [sometimes also in its pi. (Jrb)] 
*Tp? [below] (M, Jrb) : (a) the 0. /. of * U (IY, R, Jrb, 
BS, A) is sU [below] (Jrb, A), the 0. /. of which (A) 

g /i , 

is *y> (IY, R, BS, A), as is proved by [the dim. (IY)] 

ll^ [275, 278] (IY, Jrb, A) and [the brokenpZ. (IY)] l(^A 
[278] (IY, A), its ; being converted into I (IY, R, BS, 
A), according to rule [684, 703] (BS), because mobile, 
and preceded by a letter pronounced with Fath (IY, R, 
A) ; so that s^o becomes sU [above] (IY) : while its s , 
[being then assimilated to the unsound letters (IY, R), 
on account of its faintness, and being therefore like a ^ 
or (5 occurring as a final after an aug. \ (R),] is convert- 
ed [into I , and afterwards (R)] into Hamza, [as in case 
I (k, q) above] (IY, R, BS), contrary to rule, two 
consecutive transformations being thereby produced 
(BS), whereas transformation of two adjoining letters is 

G a- of 

anomalous (A): (b) its pi. of paucity is sl^of [above] 
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with the 5 , which they sometimes change [into Hamza] 
(BS) ; [so that] in the pi. (IY, MAR) they also say 
tTlxi) (IY, R) for tfjfi I , for a similar reason, [vid. the 
assimilation of its s to the unsound letters, as explained 
above under i Lc ] (R) : the poet says 

And (many) a land, tvhose waters toere exhausted, and 
whose shades were passing away in the part of the fore* 
noon when the sun was high. (M, R, BS), cited by IJ, 
who says that F cited it to him (IY) : (c) its pi of 
multitude is sllc [278], according to the o.f., with the 

s , not otherwise (BS) : (d) the substitution in ( Jrb) %X* 
is anomalous (SH, Sn), in two respects, [the substitu- 
tion of Hamza for the s , and the transformation of two 
consecutive letters] (Sn) ; but is (R) obligatory (SH), 
whereas in %\ ~o| it is not so (Jrb) : (e) hence &Li [275, 
278, 304, 326, 684], a [lexicological] pi of Hli , orig. 
&*y£ [260, 304] with quiescence of the ^ : for they elide 
the s by assimilation to the unsound letters, because of 
its faintness, weakness, and finality ; and, when the s is 

Go" 

elided, the n. remains as H^i ; and then the • is pro- 
nounced with Fath, because of its vicinity to the g of 
femininization, the letter before which, [when not an I , ] 
is pronounced with Fath [646] ; so that the . , beino- 
mobile, and preceded by a etter pronounced w'th Fath 
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is converted into I [684], the n. becoming sL& ; and, 
when it is pluralized, the 5 of femininization is rejected, 

on the principle of IL«J> and y+j [254] ; so that the n. 
remains with two letters, the last of them an I , which, 
when Tanwin is affixed to it, is exposed to elision, as the 

I of L^ and ^^ is elided [643, 684, 719], in which case 
the explicit n. would remain with one letter ; and, that 
being impossible, they restore the 5 elided from the sing., 
so that the word becomes constructively sLi , restoration 
of the elided being more appropriate than importation 
of a strange, extraneous letter ; and then the 5 is changed 

— ■ ' 9 — ■ ■ 

into Hamza, so that *Uo is said (IY) : (f) Jt family is 

9 o * G£s 

said to be orig. J^>! ; then J|| , the 5 being converted 
into Hamza ; then J I , the Hamza being converted into 
I [658] : that is because conversion of the 5 into I [684] 
is not established, while its conversion into Hamza 
[above] is established ; and it is better to rely upon that 
conversion of which similar instances are established: 
but Ks says that its o. f. is j^f [684], because they, [i. e., 
the members of the family,] J-ol ^1 <jySrf. go back to a 
[common] stock, or origin (R) : (2) ^i*i J I [599] and 
4JUi if [682] (M, A), i. q. vlLili ji and ^S *i (A) : 
(a) AXJ relates that the Arabs say ^-1*3 J I [above], 
meaning cUii Jp (IY, R) ; while the Hamza here is 
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decided to be a subst. for the 5 , because in interrogation 

Jjd is prevalently, and [Jl with] Hamza rarely, used, 
for which reason the 5 is [considered to be] original : (b) 

as for their saying v^JLxi ill i. q. vsJLxi iUa (IY), it is 
said [that the Hamza here is a subst. for the 5 , and 

(IY)] that the o.f [of Jl in excitation (R)] is ^i [573] 
(IY, R) ; but the truth is that they are two dial, vars., 
because their use in this sense is uniform, without 
predominance of either over the other, for which reason 
the 5 as original is not more appropriate than the reverse 
(IY). And its substitution for the £ is in the saying 

9 s * o * 9 *i> ****** • • ^ *■ 

* J * * ' J? * " * J * (L- 

(M, A) And the deserts of intense heats were agitatei 
at times, like a billow of a laughing, far- extending sea 

(Sn), cited by As, where ^ll^ is meant (IY), C>C\ 

being orig. ^Lx. (A) ; but the poet substitutes the 
Hamza for the c because of the proximity of their 
outlets [732], as the £ is substituted for the Hamza in 

such as pJl JJU^S ^T [580, 682] and the like (IY). 
Some, however, say that the Hamza [here (A)] is 
[original (IY),] not a subst. [for the £ (A)] ; and that 

t^b I is only [ JUi (A)] from ^ I meaning prepared 
himself [J or going away (IY)], because the sea prepares 
itself (IY, A) to swell (IY), [and] to be in commotion ; 
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and, according to this, the Hamza is original. The 
reason why these five [substitutions of the Hamza, vid. 
for the undoubled ^ permanently pronounced with Damm, 
the ^5 pronounced with Kasr between an | and a double 
^5 , the initial ^ pronounced with Kasr, the 5 , and the c , 
as also the irregular substitutions for the I , • and ^ ] 
are not mentioned here by I M is only that the substitu- 
tion of the Hamza for them is allowable [or anomalous], 
not necessary ; whereas here he notices only the neces- 
sary ; and, if he notices any thing else, it is [merely] by 
way of digression. As for its substitution for the ~ and £ , 

it is [found in] their sayings I ~o for ^ j*a screamed, and 

xSu for tlL's [hearkened, and agreed, to it (Sn)], trans- 
mitted by Akh and Nr, respectively, on the authority of 
Khl. But its substitution for these two letters is very 
strange (A). 

§. 684. The t is substituted for (M, SH, A) four 
letters (IY, A), (1, 2) its two sisters [697] (M, SH), the 
, and tf (IY, A, MASH) ; (3) the Hamza (M, SH, A) ; 
(4) the [single (A)] ^ (M, A). [And IH mentions a 
fifth, vid. the s below.] Its substitution for its two 
sisters is (1) [regular (M), obligatory (SH),] in (a) such 

as Jli and £U [703] (M, SH), \SS and ^ [719], yb 

and vlli [703, 711], vid. where the ; and & are mobile, 
and preceded by a letter pronounced , with Fath (M, R), 
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subject to the [other] conditions mentioned [by A below] 
(R) : (b) J I , according to one opinion (SH), since its 
o. f., according to Ks, is J^l [683], because its dim., 

according to some, is Jo ; I ; but the ^ is converted into I : 
while, according to the BB [below], the I is substituted 
for the s ( Jrb) : (2) irregula-, [rare (IY),] in such as 
J1S Lb [below], <^L>> , and Ji=* L (M), where they substi- 
tute an t , from desire of lightness [below], for the 
quiescent ^ and & , when preceded by a letter pronounced 
with Fath (IY). IM indicates the [regular] substitution 
of the I for its two sisters by his saying " Substitute an 
I for a j or & orig. mobile, after a conjoined Fath", i. e., 
Change of the ^ and ^ into I is necessary upon eleven 
conditions, (1) that they be mobile; for which reason 
they are sounded true in Jy> and *aj [703], because of 
their quiescence : (2) that their vowel be o:iginal; for 

which reason they are sounded true in Jo^ [300, 658] 

and +yS , alleviated from JLa^ the she-hyaena and J j 
twin; and in II. 15. [403, 664, 683], III. 183. [406], II. 
238. [547, 664, 683] : (3) that the letter before them be 
pronounced with Fath ; for which reason they are 

sounded true in yjby^ compensation [711], J^£» [685], 

G " * 
and y ym chapters [238] : (4) that the Fatha be conjoined 

[with them], i. e., [be] in their words [without a separa- 
tive (Sn)] ; for which reason they are sounded true in 
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* « x ^ „, 



Ju^j <x*^ ^& ^1 Verily 'Ulnar and the grandfather of 
Yazid : [(a) these four conditions IM indicates by his 
saying cited above :] (5) that their conjunction be orig- 
inal ; so that, if such [a word] as Jb-JU [392] were formed 
from ^ y£ raiding and ^^ shooting, y^t and ^^ would 

be said, defective (A), like ^U [16, 671], orig. ^jh. with 
two j s, and (S ^o^ with two ^ s (Sn) ; and the [first] ^ 

and ^5 would not be converted into I , because the 
conjunction of the Fatha with them would be adventi- 
tious, caused by elision of an I , since the o. /. would be 
«^!y& [727] and ^.^; > because Jb-JU is on#. J^i^ [401] 
(A) : (a) this [condition] is not taken from the text [of 
the IM, nor is it mentioned in the I A or Aud] (Sn) : 
(6) that the letter after them be mobile, if they be c s ; 
and that they be not immediately followed by an I or a 
double ^5 , if they be J s : (a) this [condition] IM 
indicates by his saying [in continuation of the passage 
above cited] " if the following [letter (MKh)] be mobi- 
lized" (A), i. e., if there be any following [letter] here, 
otherwise this condition is not applicable (Sn) ; " whereas, 
if it be made quiescent, it restrains the transformation 
of any [ ^ or ^ occurring as the £ of the word MKh),] 
not [as (MKh)] the J , the transformation of which is 
not restrained by any quiescent other than an f , or [than] 
a ^ wherein doubling is customary " : (b) for that reason 
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the £ is sounded true in such as ^Lo perspicuity, Jo^i* 
£348, 683], ^aa [348], and &)?** Ktiawamak; and the 
<J in such as U^ and |££ [663, 719], ^Lyti and ^W^ 

[229], ^i* [299J and ^^Jci [300] <A), these [last] two 
exs. being combined by A because the ^ in the first is 
converted from the second & -of ^JLc 'All, which is con- 
verted from a j ; and in the second is converted from the 
1 of ^ youth , which is converted from a & (Sn) : while 
the c is transformed in *U and pL [703], o'o and vjL? 
[703, 711], because the letter after it is mohile ; and the 
J in l^> and ^e, [719], since there is no -I or double <* 
after it : (c) similarly [the J is transformed in" 1 ^^i^\j 
They dread and ^l^<^> They obliterate [with Fath. of 
the — , according to the dial, of those who say sLsoc , 

\ ' °" * r ° ° " /o \t • ' ' • ' i ' * °- 

aor. »Lswj , zn/. n. ^sx^ (on)J, ong. ^jj*s*.&*> and ( j>»^v. 4 o 

[with two . s (Sn)] 7 the [second] ^and [first] . , respec- 
tively, being converted into f , because mobile, and 
preceded by a letter pronounced with Fath ; but being 
afterwards elided, because of the two quiescents : (d) 
and so, in the pi of Lit 'As& 9 when used as a name 
[for a rational male (Sn)], you say ^^1 pi [properly 
j^l^T The] 'Asa's [13] stood, orig. &^k , [the firtt } 
of] which is treated as mentioned [under (c)]: (e) ac- 
cording to this, if you formed from ^ and !Ji a word 

132 a 
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like i^aJClg [399], you would say ^^ and <J{^ [with 
Fath of their first and third, and quiescence of their 
second (Sn)], orig. v£>jjuuoj and ^^ v^ , the [second] ^ 
and y being converted [into I ] ; and [afterwards] elided, 
because of meeting the quiescent [ ^ ] : and that [forma- 
tion] would be facilitated by the freedom from confusion 
[of the transformed with the o.f. (Sn)] , since there is' 
no ^>yXxs in the language (A); so that [in \^^ \ and 

o © ** o s t 

ui>j • y& ] one would understand it to be transformed, orig. 

v^yULxi [399] (Sn): (f) some hold that this -[unsound 

letter in the word formed on the measure of v^liC^ 

from ^s and ^yt (Sn)] should be sounded true, because 
that [expression (Sn)] which contains it is a sing, (A) ; 
while, the sing, being less heavy than the pi., i. e., the 

o * Q * 

indicator of an aggregate [234] , like ^xL^u [above], 

^y^+* t , and ^^ofi , alleviation by means of the trans- 
formation mentioned is [not so] suitable [in it as] in the pi. 
(Sn) : (g) the reason why they sound [the ^ or ^] true be- 
fore the t and the double & is that, (a) if they transformed 
[it] before the I , two quiescent I s would be combined, so 
that one of them would be elided [663]; and therefore 

ambiguity would result in such as [ I lyh or] llc^ [abotfe], 

because it would become [ I ui or] ^^ , and no one would 
know whether it belonged to the du. or to the sing. ; 
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while what would not involve ambiguity, [such as ^uis- 
and sj\y&* (Sn),] is made to accord with what would 
involve ambiguity, because it belongs to the same cat. 
[in that the y and ^ are followed by a quiescent \ (Sn)] : 
(6) the ^ of such as ^ JLa is in a position where I is 
changed into ^ (A) , because the ^ of relation necessitates 
conversion of the I [third] into ^ [300] ; so that, if the 
• were converted into I , because of its being mobile and 
preceded by a letter pronounced with Fath, the I would 
be converted into y on account of the ^ of relation ; and 
an endless concatenation of conversions [from ^ ] into I , 
and [from I ] into ^ , would be entailed (Sn) : (7, 8) that • 
neither of them be an £ of the joti [with Kasr of the g 

(Sn)] , whose qual. is Joti I [348] ; or of the inf. n. of this 
v. [331]: (a) these two conditions IM indicates by his 
saying "But the c of Jl*s " , as juti tenderness and J «^> 
squinting, "and Jjti " , as tXxi was tender and J ^~» 
squinted, "when possessed of" a qual. " Jui I [below] , like 
Oulc: I [tender in body (Sn)] and J^=* I squint eyed, cross- 
eyed, wry, is sounded true" [703]; (b) the reason why the 
a;, in this cat. must be sounded true [in the g] is only that it 

is made to accord with Joti I [707] , as J^>t squinted and 
jj&\ was blind of one eye y because it is in the sense there- 
of, [ ^ being i. q. ;^(Sn)] ; and the in/, n. of the v. 
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13 made to accord with it as respects the soundiag true : 
(c) by his saying "when possessed of Jjw \ w [above] IM 
guards against such as oli> [403].: for it is Jc** with Kasr 
of the £ [704], on the evidence of ^ f felt safe (A) ., ^jo\ 

being the opp. of ^JiL , and [the o. jf. of] the thing being; 
recognizable by [the form of] its opp. (Sn),; but it is. 
transformed [in the £ ] , because its qual. is J*& U r like 
u-ftS U* fearing, not Jotit : (9) which is peculiar to the • y> 

that it be not an g of the JjOi I denoting the sense of 
reciprocity, i, e., participation in agency and objectivity : 
(a) this condition IM indicates by his* saying "And. if 
[the, sense of (I A)] reciprocity be plain" [below], i. e., 
appear, "from cU**l, the £, when a y [below], is 
preserved* and is not transformed ",. i. e., When the JutXil 
whose g is- » ^ is i. q. J^ L^> L 4 87] , it is sounded true [in 
the g JV because made to accord with Jl^Us ^70-3]^ on 
account rf its being in the sense thereof, as f^yc^f 
[492, 707] and ly^^l They intermarried [693, 707], i q. 
t^Uks and f^tp : (b]f by his saying "And, if reciprocity 
be plain'' [above] , he guards against JuLXil 's not being 
i. q. J.cUb , in which case its transformation is necessary ,~ 
unrestrictedly, [i. e., whether its g be a ^ , as in v^u'Jl 
doubted i or a ^ (Sn),] as in ^Lxi-| was unfaithful, i* q. 
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^L f and ^UL>I passed through, I q. }U> : (c) by his 
saying "when a j n [above] , he guards against its £ r s 
being a <j , in which case its transformation is necessary, 
even though it be indicative of reciprocity, as taUuct 
Tliey were distinct , erne /ram another, \y£.\x>\ They 
trafficked, one ivith another, and |^it£^l meaning They 
smote one another with stvords, i. q. f^Us , l^lJj , and 
L&jU«3 , because the ^ is more like, [i. e., nearer in 
lightness ta (Sn)J thef than the^ [686] is ; and has, there- 
fore, a better title to transformation [into ! ] than it has : 
(•10) that neither of them be immediately followed by a 
letter entitled to transformation: : (a) this [condition] IM 
indicates by his saying "And y if two letters be entitled to 
this transformation, the first is sounded true", i. e., When 
two unsound letters, two ^ s, or two ^ s, or a . and a ^ , 
are combined in the word, and each of them is entitled 
to be converted into I , because of its being mobile and 
preceded by a letter pronounced with Fath, one of them 
is unavoidably sounded true, lest two transformations be 
combined [without a separative (Sn)] in one word ; while 
the last is more entitled to transformation [than the 
first] , because the final is the seat of alteration : (a) the 
combination (oc) of two ^ s is [in] such as ^Isajf 
blackness, inf. n. of ^5^ i. q. i>^*J ivas black, [the fact} 
that the I of <5^sJI is converted from a ^ being proved* 
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by their saying ^Ijy*- for its du. [229 j, and jL. and 
C\°yL [672] for the pi. [249] and fern. [273] of ^^Lt 
black; ( 6) of two ^ s is [in] such as Ll2sJ| for rain, its 

9 x x ' x x- *• ' 

o. /. being ^a^ , because its cZw. [229] is <jIaa^ , but its 
second ^ being transformed [into I ] because of what hks 
been mentioned above [under (a)] ; (7) of the y and & is 
[in] such'as ^-g-M love [326] , its 0./. being ^yo , but its 
,5 being transformed : (b) for that reason one sounds [both 

O x x ** 

the (5 and ^ ] true in such as ^%\yjA animal [698], because 
the [letter] entitled to transformation is the • , transforma- 
tion of which is impossible [under the sixth condition] , 
because it is a J followed immediately by an t (A) : (b) 
IM indicates by his saying "But the reverse is some- i 
times true", [L e., holds good anomalously (Sn),] that 
sometimes, in the preceding [combination of two unsound 
letters in the word (Sn)] , the first is transformed, and, 
the second sounded true, as in SbU. utmost extent [723] r 
orig. Suuii [with Fath of the two ^ s (Sn)] , the first ^[ 
being transformed [into I ] , and the second sounded 
true, which is facilitated by the second 's not occurring as 

Ox x Ox >■ 

a final : (a) like SbU in that [respect] are (cc) 2b 13 [305]: 

( B) IblL [305]: (y) £T[302, 305, 683, 723] , according 

*» xx % 
to Khl, its o.f. being &o I ; but the c being anomalously 

transformed, since the rule is to transform the second ; 

and this, as IM. says.in the Tashil, is the easiest mode. 
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[of accoun^ng for xj I ] : (&) the saying that its o. f. is 

(a) «jo I [commonly written L> I , as in B on II. 37.] , 
with quiescence of the first ^ [298] , entails transforma- 
tion of the quiescent ^ , [contrary to the first condition] : 

( Q ) Raj I , on the measure of aJL^li , entails elision of the 

p without any necessitating cause (A.) for its elision, 
because the customary [procedure] in the like [formation] 
is conversion of the first ^ into Hainza, as [the ^ and ^ 

9"' —x 9'" »'' 

are converted] in **5b and sUL3Ls [683] , [respectively] 

(Sn) : (y) jLu t , like &>Ju [254] , entails giving prece- 
dence, [by which is meant preference (Sn) J to trans- 
formation over incorporation, [which is open to the objec- 
tion that this is entailed by the first mode also (Sn);] 
whereas the recognized [procedure] is the converse, as is 
proved by the change of the [second (Sn)] Hamza of 
*+3 I into <5 , not into I [661] (A) , in order to give 

precedence to incorporation [in &+j ! ] over transforma- 
tion [in 1+a \ ] : but Jrb holds that precedence should 
be given to transformation ; while some hold that 
precedence should be given to incorporation in the p , 
and to transformation in the J , as explained at length 
by the author of the Tsr : (c) according to what is 
[stated] in the Tsr, and laid down by our Master and 
?YH and others, the modes [of accounting for &>T] are 

- 
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six, the four mentioned by A [aboye in a (y) and b] : the 
fifth that its o.f is 2L0 I , with Damm of the first ,5 , 
like 3 y+>» [254] , the £ being converted into I , which, 
says Kh, is refuted by [the fact] that conversion of the 
Damma into Kasra would be necessary, [so that this mode 
would be identical with the fourth] ; but this requires con- 
sideration, and the language of Frd is rt and, it is said, &LT.. 
with Damm of the first ^ , the transformation of which 
[into I ] is according to rule" : [and] the sixth that its 

o. f is &o t with Fath of the first [ ^ ], as in the first 
saying, except that the second [ ^ ] is transformed^ 
according to rule \ so that Suu1 becomes aL>1, like aU^ 
life ; and then the J is moved up to the position of the 
g , in which case its measure is fcxJLi with three Fathas: 
{d) the commentary of B [on II. 37.] contains two other 
modes, ab^l [like S**s a ciate (B)], with quiescence, and 

2L> ^1 [like RJCop a mare (B)], with Fath, of the y ; so that 
the modes are eight : (c) if [only] one of the two [con- 
secutive unsound letters] be entitled to transformation, 
but its transformation entail transformation of the other* 
that is not an instance of the forbidden occurrence of 
two consecutive transformations; so that there is no 
difficulty in such as ^Ouu [685, 722], ^s. pi of Lax 

[243, 685, .722], and £*I mf. n. of 1*1 [685, 722] : so 
says YH : (d) the combination of two transformations is 
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allowable with a separative, as in ^yu They fulfil, since 
its o. /. is ^y^i^: nay, IM, in the CK, rejects [the 
assertion] that the occurrence of [even] two consecutive 
transformations is a catachresis that ought to be avoided 
unrestrictedly, disallowing it when they agree [in kind] ; 
and pardoning it when they differ, as in ^Lc and %L& 

[683] and <^o [658], orvj. s^o and s^i and ^1^3 : but it 
is sometimes replied that these expressions are anomal- 
ous : so says YS (Sn) : (11) that neither of them be an g 
of what ends in an augment peculiar to ns. (A), like the 
! and ^ , and the I of femininization (Sn) : (a) this 
[condition] IM indicates by his saying " And the £ of 
that [word (I A)], at whose end that [augment (IA)] 
which is peculiar to the n. has been added, must be pre- 
served", i. e., The conversion of the ^ and ^ into t , on 
account of their being mobile and preceded by a letter 
pronounced with Fath, is prevented by their being an c of 
what ends in an augment peculiar to ns., because by that 
augment its resemblance to what is the principal subject 
of transformation, vid. the v. [667], becomes remote ; and 
that is [exemplified in] such as ^^ [331, 698, 703] and 

jjXjcw flowing : (b) whatever instances of this sort, 
[whose g is a ^ or ^ , and at whose end are an f and ^ 
(Sn),] occur transformed are reckoned anomalous, as 

^!>b Ddrdn and ^Ulc Mohan (A), [each of which is 1 a 

133 a 
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[proper] name (KF), by rule J,!^o and ^lip (A, MKh), 

because orig. the du. of^b and ^Lo (MKh); but [SBd 
says that (Sn)] they are said to be foreign, in which 
case it is not good to reckon them in what is anomalous 
(Sn, MKh) : (c) Mb [dissents, and (A)] asserts that the 
rule [in what ends in an t and ^ (Tsr, Sn)] is transform- 
ation (A, Tsr) ; and that there is no anomaly in ^kb 

and ^l#U , but the sounding true in <jS^ and <jUa5& 
being distracted by love is anomalous (Tsr) ; because the 
I and (j do not exclude the n. from resemblance to the 
v., since they are constructively separate, which, says 
F, is confirmed by their saying ^ysu^\ from ^\>*&\ [274, 
282, 283], the ! and ^ remaining in the dim., and not 
being elided (Tsr, Su) : but the correct opinion is the 
first, which is that of S : (d) there is a dispute about the 
abbreviated ! of femininization [263, 272] in such as 
x£\yo Sawara, [on the measure of {S Xjls , mentioned by 
S (Bk) J which is a name of a ivater, Mz holding that 
this I is a preventive of transformation, because of its 
peculiarity to the n. ; while Akh holds that it does not 
prevent transformation, because it does not exclude the 
n. from resemblance to the v. f since \$\yo , in pronunci- 
ation, is equivalent to ^kxs They two [masc] did : so that 
the sounding of [the ^ in] \£\yo true is, according to Mz, 
regular ; but, according to Akh, anomalous, not to be 
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copied : and therefore, if the like thereof were formed 
from Jyj s tying, then, according to the opinion of Mz, 
^S would be said ; but, according to the opinion of 
Akh, SlG : and, in this question, IM's choice wavers ; 
for in the Tashil he adopts the opinion of Akh, and in 
some of his books the opinion of Mz : while [his son] 
BD decides in favor of the latter ; and what Mz holds 
is the opinion of S : (e) the addition of the [mobile (Sn)] 
S of femininization [263] is disregarded [as a factor] in 
sounding true, because it does not exclude the n. from 
the semblance of a v., since the [quiescent (Sn)] ^> is 
affixed to the pret. [607] ; so that no incongruity [with 
the v., such as vsJU" She said and o^L She sold] is 
established by affixion of the S in such as &JU and &clo 
[247] (A), pis. of JlSLs saying and *SL selling, orig. 
xSyS and JUaj , like aULp [247],^. of Jle^ perfect (Sn) ; 

G ^ - G'^ - 

and, as for the sounding true in such as x5^> and &3*^ 
[247,711], [pk. of viL5L^ weaving and ^L^ unfaithful 
(Sn),] it is anomalous by common consent. There 
remain two other conditions [not mentioned in the IM]. 
One, which IM mentions in the Tashil and the CK, is 
that the g be not a subst. for a letter not t anoform- 

G^ ' s 

able, by which he guards against S-ut [with Fath of the 
JL , though Kasr is more excellent, as SBd transcribes 
from the CK (Sn),] for S^Ji tree [685] ; for they do not 

Digit 
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transform [this & (MS)], because the ^ is a subst. far 
the — : the poet says 

[685] (A) //" £&ere 6e no£ in you any shade, nor any 
fruity then God curse you for trees /, where ^Lju** > with 
Fath of the j£ , is ongr. ^C^& (MN). And the other 
is that the £ be not in the place of a letter not trans- 
formable, even if it be not a subst. [for such a letter], by 
which he guards against such as ^ I i. q. ,j**£j despaired, 
since its ^ , though mobile, and preceded by a letter 
pronounced with Fath, is not transformed [into I ], 
because it is in the position of the Hamza ; while the 
Hamza, if in its position, would not be [so] changed 
[658] ; so that the ^ is treated in the same way, because 
of its occurrence in the place of the Hamza. So he 
says in the CK : "and", says he, " it may be that the ^ 
in ^mj ! is sounded true because, [even if it were trans- 
formable (Sn),] its tiansformation would be negatived : 
for it was [orig.] before, but has since been put after, 
the Hamza; so that, if it were changed [into I], two 
alterations, the alteration of transfer, [i. e., transposition 
(Sn),] and the alteration of change, [i. e., transformation,] 
would be combined in it". This is his language : bub 
some mention that the reason why [the ^ in] ^ I is not 
transformed is that the conjunction of the [preceding] 
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Fatha with it is adventitious, because the ^ is the \J of 
the word ; so that it is meant to be understood as prior, 
and the Hamza before it as posterior : and, according to 
this, the previous stipulation [in the fifth condition] 
that the conjunction of the Fatha with the ^ should be 
original makes this condition unnecessary. And IBdh 
mentions another condition for this transformation, vid, 
that the sounding true should not be intended for a notifi- 
cation of the obsolete o.f. : and by that he guards against 
OyS retaliation [685, 703, 711], <Xyo a certain disease in 

a camel's head [703], and Ju^ , i. e., length, and beau'y, 

* *> * '*>*§* & * * * 

of neck; ^4>u^> , as <*<\a^ ^U^ [272]; and &f^ and 

Suyb. [above]. But this is not needed because these [ns.~\ 
are anomalous [in that their ^ or ^ is not converted 
into I ] notwithstanding their fulfilment of the conditions 
(A) ; though ^tX^ 's being anomalous proceeds only 
upon the opinion of Akh [above] that the I of fenihiiui- 
zation does not prevent, not upon the opinion of Mz 
that it does prevent, tiansformation (Sn) : aud like 
those [ns.] in anomalousness are Lf } and Sit , [lexicolo- 
gical (Sn)] pis. of IsTj going at evening and J^TI 

absent [257]; S^ac pi. of yS i. q. jLs^ a young ass; 
Syz* Huyawa, [a stronghold belonging to the Banu 
Zubaid in AlYaman (MI)]; \$ pi. of I°f, which is the 
very cunning man; and 1^ pi of^i , which is the dog's 
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flatter (A). £ XL [above] is anomalous (SH), because 
of what we have mentioned [298, 311]; but is (R) obli- 
gatory [below] (SH), necessary (R). They say, for the 
rel. n. (1) of H^aJt AlKlra, [a city near AlKufa, 

2 2 • 

i5>^ ; and (Jh, KF) also (Jh)] \^lL , [irregularly (Jh),] 
as though, deeming the combination of the two Kasras 
with the [three] ^ s to be heavy, they substituted a 
Fatha for the Kasra of the — , and an I for the [first] 
^: (2) of ^j [302], ^b, converting the quiescent first 
j into t [311]. And [the Prophet's saying (KF)] 
vi>tj^Lo ^x£ c^!^\Lo ^jjt^t Repent ye ivhen laden [toith 
sin], unrewarded occurs in tradition, orig. ^)j\y* > the 
[quiescent] • being converted into I for lightness [above], 
as we have mentioned (IY) : [or] for conformity (KF), 
because of the influence of ^I^Lo (Jh) ; whereas, if it 

^ 9 O s 

stood alone, ^t;;)y would be said ( Jh, KF) : so says IA1 
(Jh). And hence their saying J^L for Jl^j [333, 674, 

701, 703], and ^ ^ b for ^ Lo [701], converting the [quies- 
cent] • and ^5 into t , because they consider the combina- 
tion of ^ with t to be easier for them than the combination 
of two <5 s , and than ^ together with ^ (IY). But such 
as j^*L> for ^b ], [though regular in some dials. (R),] 
is weak (SH), because of the conversion of the quiescent 
[or ^5 ], preceded by a letter pronounced with Fatfa, 
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into I (R). And the most likely [opinion] is that the 
saying ^Jl iLc o^y [16] and its counterparts are in- 
stances of that [conversion of the quiescent ^ into I ] 
(IY). Substitution of the ! for the Hamza is (M, SH) (1) 
obligatory [below] in such as *j>| [661,682] (M, R), 
because of the combination of two Harnzas : (a) the 
meaning of " obligatory " [above] is that the use of the 
original [letter] is not allowable (IY) : (2) regular, but 
(R) not obligatory (M, R), in such as ^J* [642, 658, 
682] (M, SH), where the use of the original, or of the 
deriv.y [letter] is allowable, for which reason the substi- 
tution is not obligatory (IY), except according to the 
people of AlHijaz [658J (R). Its substitution for the 
[single (A)] ^ [and the Tanwln (Rj] is (M, R, A) in 
pause (M, R), exclusively, upon three things, (l)the 
ace. pronounced with Tanwln (II), as in |jo\ [col, 
I saw (M)] Zaid [640] (M, R) : (2) that [v.] to which 
the single \corrob. (IY)] ^j preceded by a letter pro- 
nounced with Fath is affixed (M), as in K^LLxi XCVI. 
15. [153, 497, 608, 610, 649] (M, R, A); and similarly 
C^il [614, 649] : AlAsha says vjl ^LblaJf <££ % 
[497, 649], meaning ^Ju^ U ; and the other says ^jlo 
pj| f*JJ> usb [154, 424], meaning ^jcl^U that shall 
assuredly blaze up brightly , [orz#. J^s^ta , as explained 
below] ; while Irnra alKais, in his saying #J\ viJL^ lis 
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[115, 640], is said to mean ^h [649] ; and the counter- 
parts of that are numerous (IY; : (a) Isx^b in the 
[second] verse is [considered by AKB to be] a pret. t 
[as rendered in §. 424, on the authority of the Jsh,] the t 
being (a) for unbinding [640] ; while its ag. is the pron. 
of(a)t;b afire: AHD says in the Kitab anNabat 
t; >\J> [264, 282] is made masc, which is rare"; and then 
cites this verse : while some say that ; b is only fern. ; 
but that the poet makes the pron. masc, because by Kb 
he means bL$*o a flame, which is masc, or because the 
femininization of *b is improper [263], *>^b Kb being 

analogous to JJbl ^1 ^ [21, 263] : ( 6) bias* firewood, 
because it is more important, since the fire exists only 
by its means : (b) not for unbinding, but only the pron. 
of the two, blia* and Kb ; while the pron. is made 
masc. because of the predominance of [the masc.'] Uk=» 
over [the fern.] !^b [320]: F says " Akh says that he 
means the fire and the fireivood " : (b) some say that 
L^x^b is an aor. v., from whose beginning the [aoristic] 
v^> is elided ; but that the t is substituted for the single 

corrob. ^ , the o. /. being ^^sv^ Us [above] : and in that 
case the latent pron. [165] belongs to the Jem, Kb , for 
which reason the v. is made Jem. (AKB) : (3) ^M 
[594, 640], as fat L^iii XXVI. 19. [201] (M). The I k 
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substituted for the ^ in these positions because of the 
^j 's resemblance to the letters of prolongation and 
softness, on account of the nasality in them [270, 450, 
663, 671] (I Y). Its substitution for the s is [authorized 

by IH] in J I [above], according, to one opinion (SH), 

i. e., that its 0. f. is J^i , which is the saying of the BB 
[above]. This is valid, as respects [both] sense, because 

J I is i. q. Jjc| ; and [letter,] because its dim. is Jujef ; 
although the saying of Ks [above] is nearer to analogy 
in changing , into I . And for this reason the author of 
the KF adopts the opinion of the BB, saying a Its 0. f> 

is Jj&I ": [though he doe3 not follow IH and Jrb in 
holding its » to be converted directly into I ; but prefers 
the indirect conversion described by R in §. 683, adding] 

5»? 5 2.*, 

" the 5 is changed into Hamza, [so that Jjd | becomes <J 1 1 
(KF) ;] and then [two Hamzas occur consecutively, so 
that (KF)] the [second (KF)] Hamza [is changed (KF)] 
into I " (MASH). 

§. 685. The ^ is the letter most extensively substi- 
tuted (A), It is substituted for (1, 2) its two sisters 
[697] (M, SH), the I and , (MASH); (3) the Hamza; 
(4) one of the duplicate [or triplicate] letters; (5) the 
^ ; (6) the £ ; (7) the v ; (8) the ^ ; (9) the & (M, 
SH). Its substitution is frequent because it is a vocal 

[734] letter, whose outlet is from the middle of the 

134a 
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tongue [732] ; so that, since its outlet occupies the 
middle of the mouth, and there is in it a lightness not 
[found] in any other [letter], it is substituted with a^ 
frequency not belonging to any other. Its substitution, 
*is of two kinds, regular and anomalous. The regular is- 
its substitution for three letters, the I , the ^ , and the 
Hamza (IY). Its substitution for the I is [regular] in 
two cases, vid. where the letter before the I is (1) pro<- 
nounced with Kasr, as in ^jJ^cjo pL of -Xjuoa [18, 253,, 

9 s • Q ^ o 

256], and ^O'U* pi. of — lx&* [253, 386]; and similarly 

G o • > G o • > 

in their dims. (Aud), ^s^^uo [274, 283] and ^itM 

[274] (Tsr): (a) hence Juus inf n. of aJdb'U , and v_>La-*3 

inf. n. of aJO ; Lo [332] : (b) the reason why the I , when 
the letter before it is pronounced with Kasr, must be con- 
verted into ,5 is that, being weak, on account of the width 
of its outlet, it acts as a [mere] letter of prolongation^ 
impleting the vowel of the preceding letter (IY) : (2) a 
tf of the, dim. [279], as in ^lik dim. of ISLi [369, 374] 
(Aud), because the letter after the & of the dim. is only 
mobile [274], whereas the t does not receive a vowel ; 
while the letter before the t is only mobile, whereas the 
^ of the dim. is only quiescent: so that, after the ^ of 
the dim., the I must be converted into a letter that will 
l>e mobile, and will not prevent quiescence of the letter 
before it ; and is therefore converted into & , because of 
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its affinity to the preceding letter ; and because, if the 
1 were converted into . , it would afterwards have to be 
converted into ^ , as in tXlw [below] (Tsr). Its substi- 
tution for the . is [regular] in ten cases, (I) where the ^ 
occurs after a Kasra, when the ^ is (a) final, [whether it 
be in an act. or pass, v., or in a n. (Tsr),] as in ^^ ivas 
pleased [636, 719] and ^s ivas strong, {S a^ ivas effaced, 

<^liJ! the raider [301] and ^eJjJf the caller (Aud) : (a) 
the • in these five exs. is converted into ^ because of its 
occurrence as a final after a Kasra, their o. /. being yd* 
and lyi [728] from <jt~^; pleasure and iy strength [729], 
yi£ from Ji* effaccment, and yLiit and ^tjJt from .yi 
raiding and S^o a caZZ (Tsr) : (b) before the S of 
femininization, as in xa^x- sad (Aud), said of a woman 
{Jh), an act. part, [on the measure of slxi (Jh)] from 
j&<1 sadness (Tsr); ilJs\ [246] (Aud), pi. of sfUJ 
[683] (Tsr) ; Ljli raider [724] (Aud), a [/em.] actf. £>ar£. 
from ^ (Tsr) ; and Z+jL^ (Aud) and SUajO* [283] (Tsr), 

dim. of Hp°I [248, 301, 675] (Aud) and SptS [385, 675] : 
(tc) the j in the whole [of these e#s.] is converted into ,5 
because of its occurrence as a final after a Kasra, since 
the 5 of femininization is virtually separate [266] : (6) 

O o^ 9 G- q^9 

the ^ in **y.j* [or «a£jv2 ] ought not to be converted into 



( 1258 ) 

,5 j because the word is [orig.] formed with the g , as is 
proved by [the fact] that we have no injl. n. ending in a 
2 preceded by Dainma, which shows that 'iyLk [or sXS ] 
is on a par with ^I^Aac [721]; but they make no distinc- 
tion here between the word's being \orig.] formed with 
the s and its not being so (Tsr) : (c) 'i^^ pi. of % U*, 
[with Fath of the ^ , i, q. yew? equal, as s^ul^l (jJjlU 
w/cif I f iXs* ^i jPAe people are equal in this matter (Tsr),] 
and Byl&o meaning servants [below] are anomalous 

G-" • x ^ ^ o , 

(Aud) : (oc) i^-w^ is, as it were, pZ. of yX^o [above] by 
elision of the augs. } except that another ^ is added in it 
(Tsr) : ( 6 ) its measure is adilu : and it is anomalous in 
several [other (Sn)] respects, firstly the repetition of 
the o in the pi., notwithstanding its not being repeated 
in the sing., which is the counterpart of the repetition 
of the £ [in the dim. (Tsr)] in iLxlkL [286] (Tsr, Sn), 

dim. of SLyi-c , notwithstanding its not being repeated in 

6 ' -* 
the non-dim, (Sn) : secondly the pluralization of JUi 

upon this measure, the pi. required by analogy being 
SL^t , like Rxot 2^^ of ^Ljj» fcwmc [246]: thirdly [the 
repetition of the o as an cm*;., notwithstanding that the 
c is not repeated with it, since (Sn)] the rule is that, 
when the o is repeated as an aug., the c [also (Tsr)] 
should be repeated with it, as in w+j>fo>* [370, 671]; and 
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that, when it is repeated alone, it should be rod., as in 

«3 S°J* O > 9 

v_o-y? and ^joUw [671 f (Tsr, Sn) : so in the Tsr (Sn) : (y) 
byj\JLe [above] is [said by Dm to be (Sn)] pi. of y&o act. 
part. (Tsr, Sn) of ^y^'l i. q. *Jcb> served (Sn), from y3 
i. q. aLotXi* service (Tsr), being cmgr., [as in the Tsr (Sn),] 

9 s> e 9 

)+z&* ; but having the [second (Sn)] ^ converted into , 
because final after a Kasra; and being then subjected to 
the same transformation as yob" [16] (Tsr, Sn); [so that 
its sound 2^. is ^y^ > like ,jj-ob (234),] as 



LoycLc dUU^ u*"^ 



TFAen were we servants to thy family ? [below] (Tsr) : 
[but the author of the KF says that] sGs! is i. q. 
&/etX£U-w! took him as a servant, anomalous, because 
jlilis intrans. [494 A, 4&6]; and [that] the sm#. of 
Sjj>ULo and &Aj>Uyo [below] is JryJLc , [like ^i^l sm<7. of 
li*U?(253, 265)] (KF) : (S) the servant is called ^iL' 
vrith Fath of the ^ , and doubling of the ^ , as though 

it were a rel. n. [300] from ^xJix service, which is an 
inf. n\ . ; but the ^ of relation may be made single, [as in 

^Uj (311), in which case ^yciLo becomes JciLo , the sound 

pi of which is ^.yJU , like ^b (234),] as in the 
saying of ( Amr Ibn Kulthum 
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[above] (Jh) 27io^ broivbeatest us, and threatenest us. 
Gently! When were we servants to thy mother, (that 
thou shouldst browbeat us, and threaten us) ? : [while 
some say that] the [sound] pi. is formed by rejecting the 

of relation; so that you say ,j^XjLo in the nom., and 

^yjw in the ace. and yen. ( EM; : S says " They asked 

3/0/ / »/•/ 

Khl about <5^>&° £>£. ^j*** 5 and he said that it was on 
a par with ^xA) pi. ^ul&| [253]" (Jh) : (c) these two 
[anomalous formations] have no third : ISd says in the 
Muhkam that F said " IAmb told me, on the authority 
of Th, that the latter had not heard any [formation] 
like slslXo , except one word that AUd had told him, 
vid. 'iy»\y» meaning i\y» " (Tsr) : (5) %\^ i. q. y^o is 

predicable of one or more, as %\y« \yuxi III. 109. They 
are not equal, because it is orig. an inf. n. [143], i. q. 

fcjyuut equality (ML); (17) they say Ra^I^w also, accord- 
ing to the general rule in transformation (Tsr, Sn) ; and 
the pi. of y&o ought to be SLuliLo [above] : (0) IBr says 
in the Glosses on the Jh that &u*|j*y is a heteromorphous 
pZ. of &Tj« , like JodsLlpZ. of JJjIj [255] ; as though it 
were pL of sLw»*« : and that the measure of sLm^w is 
kxlxi , like [that of] 8L& j-a ogr&7e ; not SiUi , because * 
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the cat. of yJL* [674] is extraordinary; nor xJU^i , 
because the ca£. of ^^^[373, 671,672] is extraordinary; 

9 ' **s 

nor aJUxi , because the o is not repeated alone : so that 
[the notion of] &a^!^-w 's being &Jl*i or xJLtl^i or &JliUi 
is vain ; and it must be xJUlxi : and this is a fine 
discourse, which the author of the Aud transcribes 
in the Glosses [on the IM] : (c) before the I of feminini- 
zation, (a) abbreviated, as when you form from . y£ a 
word [on the measure of (5 -LUi ,] like ^Jop [397, 399], 
in which case you say L^ ; (b) prolonged, as when you 

Coy »y •■& 

form from 5 y£ a word [on the measure of *iUi| ,] like 
*Tx^l [273, 390], in which case you say iLyi\ (Tsr) : 
(d) before the aug. \ and ^ , [which resembles the two 

Q ^ _, 

! s of femininization (Tsr),] as in your saying ^Lsy^ [686] 
on the pattern of ^1 Jai* [385] from ^ (Aud), because 
the two I s of femininization [263] and what resembles 
them are virtually separate [from the n. ending therein] 
(Tsr) : (2) where the ^ occurs as £ of an inf. n. of a v. 
transformed in the £ , and is preceded by a Kasra, and 

followed by an I , as in pU^o fasting and Jli* standing 
[713] (Aud), inf. ns. of the [unaugmented] tril. (Tsr); 
and oli&j^ siibmissiveness [713] and oLxi| accustoming 
oneself (Aud), inf. ns. of the augmented [tril.] : orig. 

i 
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JyD and J ^3 , and ^tyu t and tyz* t , the ^ in which is 
converted into ^ , because it is transformed in their 
vs. by conversion into I [684, 703]; while its remaining 
sound in the inf. n. after a Kasra, and before a letter 
resembling the ^ in prolongation, would be deemed 
heavy ; so that it is transformed in the inf n. by conver- 
sion into <5 , for the purpose of making the inf. n. accord 
with its v. in [the fact, if nob the mode, of] transforma- 
tion, in order that the action on the crude-form may 
become uniform [as a euphonic change of the g ] (Tsr) : 
contrary to such as (a) y^w bracelet [below] and <J|^w 
tooth-pick (Aud), generic ns. [3], where the ^ is not 
converted into ^ (Tsr), because the quality of inf n. is 
non-existent ; (b) b(y$ inf. n. of bp sought refuge, one 
with another, and $y=> inf n. of ^U* w^ s neighbour to, 
[where, though they are inf. ns., the ^ is not converted 
into g (Tsr),] because the g of the v. [ bp and ^L (Tsr)] 
is sounded true ; (c) — \^ inf n. of —1^ ivent in the even- 
ing, for lack of the Kasra (Aud) before it (Tsr) ; (d) 
jls* [below] inf. n. of JU* shifted and &y& inf n. of 
udjj^jf dL& visited the sick, [where, though they are inf 

ns. whose vs. JU» and olc are transformed by conversion 
of their g into I , the ^ is not converted into ^ (Tsr)] 
for lack of the I (Aud) after them (Tsr) : (a) in this 
case, [i. c, where the I is lacking (Tsr),] transformation 

1 
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is rare, as *s*j5\ j£ LaS jJu xJLM J^l=» IV. 4. [-4?ia gwe 
*io£ unto lunatics your goods, whicK] God hath made to 
be a support for you ; but maintain them, in the reading 
of Nafi' and Ibn 'Amir, [L q. LcIa2 , like 6*£ i. q. oCs* 

seeking protection (K, B),] and ouuJf *-uUCM *JU| Jou^ 
^UJJ Uxi* r U-s>J I V. 98. [156] £o &e a station for men, 
[where the fearful shall take refuge, and the weak be 
safe, and the merchant shall gain, and whereto the 
pilgrims and settlers shall repair (B),] in the reading of 
Ibn 'Amir (Aud), their o. /. being Ly , but the y being 

converted into ^ because the preceding letter is pro- 

G ' 
nounced with Kasr (Tsr): (a) *aj> is an inf. n. on [the 

measure of) Jju , like ***£ [348], its g being transformed 
[into ^5 ], as it is transformed [into I ] in its v. (B on V. 
&8.) : (&) sounding [the y ] true, notwithstanding the 

fulfilment of the conditions, in J^> inf. n. of &^.hJ\ \^Xj 
The doe-gazelle shied away, i. q. <^vij , is anomalous 

G «> 

(Aud) : (oc) by rule it should be ,Lu ; but it occurs with 
the j sounded true, as in the saying of Al'Ajjaj 

2%ey mingle shyness xoith familiarity, cited by IJ (Tsr) : 
( B ) no counterpart of it has been heard (Aud), says IM 
in the CK (Tsr) : (y) <Abd Allah Ibn 'Umar reads CCs 

135 a 
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with the j [in IV. 4. above] ; but [this is not an inf. n. % 
since] Jy> is what a thing is supported by, like JiLe far 
ivhat a matter is governed by (K) : (3) where the ^ 
occurs as g of a pi. sound in the J , and is preceded by a 
Kasra ; while, in the sing., it is (a) transformed, [i. e., 
converted (Tsr),] as in ^Lo pi. of ^lo house, Ju^» pZ. of 
&JL^> artifice [684], +s*ypl. of SUjo [below], +jj> pi. of &+a3 
wfote, price [238, 278], and *,*■> pZ. of &x>U stature [238] 

(Aud) : (a) the o. /. is J^ , J^ , ^a , and *y? ; but, since 
the ^ is preceded by a letter pronounced with Kasr in 
the whole [of these exs.], and in the sing, is transformed 
by conversion into I in the first and last, and into & m 
the intermediate [exs.], it becomes weak, so that the 
Kasra overpowers it : (6) we deduce from the multiplica- 
tion of the exs. that, when the ^ is transformed in the 
sing., the occurrence of the | after it [in the pi.], as in 
X*£> [above], is not prescribed as a condition, contrary to 
the opinion of IUK (Tsr) : (c) _^.-» p?. of fc=*U» neec? is 
anomalous (Aud), the regular form being ^^ , becausq 

the j is preceded by Kasra, and is transformed in the 
$ing. [by conversion into | ] (Tsr) : (b) quasi-transformed, 
i. e., quiescent, in which the condition of conversion is 
that it be followed in the pi. by an I , as in Solx** pi. of 

$ • ' r* • s« ^ © **} i 

£? ^ w/^p [242, 713], ^L^pZ. of y©^ cistern, aud ^bj 
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pi. of J^ [238, 254, 713] (Aucl) : (a) their o.f. is ist^w , 
{j6\^ , and \jb\U : but, since the ^ is preceded by a letter 
pronounced with Kasr in the whole [of them], and is 
quiescent in the sing., it becomes weak, so that the 
Kasra overpowers it ; while the overpowering effect of 
the Kasra is strengthened by the presence of the f (Tsr), 
because of what is mentioned [in case 2] above, that the 
! resembles the <^ [in prolongation] (Sn) : (jb) it results 
that conversion of the ^ into <^ in this case has five 
Conditions, (oc) that the expression be a pi. ; (g) that 
the j in its sing, be dead by reason of quiescence ; (y, S) 
that the ^ in the ph be preceded by a Kasra, and 
followed by an \ ; (e) that it be sound in the J (A) : (c) 

if the t be missing, the ^ is sounded true, as in *\Spl. of 
\j$ mug, and aou-£ ph of jy* with Fath of its initial, 
meaning an old camel (Aud), because, when the ! is 
lacking, the work of the tongue is less; so that the 
articulation of the * after the Kasra is lightened : for 
which reason the ^ is sounded true; and may not be 
transformed, because to the lack of transformation [in 
the sing.] is joined the protection of the ^ by its distance? 
from the end [of the word], in consequence of the i of 
femininization, [which is regarded as an outwork protect-* 
ing the ^ on its weak side, i. e., towards the end, where 
alteration is prevalent] (Tsr) : (oc) £*3 [pi. of ^ bull, by 

i 
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change of the ^ into ^5 (Tsr),] is anomalous (And), the 
regular form being sV^i with the ^ sounded true : ( @ ) ifc 
is said that the 0, J. is S^yS with quiescence of the ^ > 

which is transformed [into H^o (257)] by conversion of 
the j into ^5 [case 5 below] ; and that the ^ is afterwards 
pronounced with Fath : (y) Mb asserts that it is con- 
tracted from *Jl*i [237], being orig. s\Lo , for which 
reason it is transformed, [because of the presence of the 

1 ] ; and that it is afterwards contracted [into zLaj ] : so 
IM transmits from him : (8) the [explanation generally] 
recognized as his, however, is that they say zLaj in order 
that the conversion [of the ^ into (5 ] may be an indica- 
tion that it is pi. of ^ bull, meaning the animal, not of 
sJi slab, meaning of dried curd, the distinctive peculiarity 
[of py$ in the former sense] being that, since they say 
^1^x5 [256], by conversion of the ^ into ^ , because 
quiescent, and preceded by a letter pronounced with 
Kasr [case 5 below], as pi. of *y> bull, meaning the 
animal, they make itspZ. zLaj accord therewith ; whereas 
the pi. *s*S slabs, meaning of dried curd, has no [such 
alternative] form, wherewith it might be made to accord 
in conversion : so says Jrb (Tsr) : (d) the ^ is also sounded 
true, ( <x ) if it be mobile in the sing., as in Jljis pi. of 
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Ju^k [246, 279, 713] : while the saying pJUTjf T ^Tj 

[246, 713] is anomalous (Aud), by rule and usage, the 
regular form being LgJ \y\o , as Kl gives in his version of 
it (Tsr); and hence, as is said oL^sJ! ^UiLaJI XXX- 
VIII. 30. TJie horses standing upon three legs and tJie 
point of the toe of the fourth leg, the coursers (Aud), pi. 
of o\ys* (Tsr) : though oU^J t [in the text (Tsr)] is said 

Go/ 

to be [not anomalous, but only (Tsr)] pi, of [ o«j^ courser 

G » • G * * 

or (B)] Ju^ [251], not of o\f> (Aud) ; and, says IM in 
the CK, as for JL£:< pi. of Jl? Jc , possibly it may be 

G ' 

regarded as [a heteromorphous £>?.,] of the cat. of ^Ias» 
pL of ol*^ , as though it were pi. of J5 lie from aJU? mean- 
ing surpassed him in tallness (Tsr) : ( q ) if the J be 
unsound, [a ^ or ; , the first (Tsr)] as in ^Lu [343, 348] 
(Aud), ^iUi fiom ,c ; [348], oW#. ^b^ , the ^ being 
converted into <^ , which is incorporated into the ^5 
[case 7 below] (Tsr) ; and [the second as in (Tsr)] 1L 
with [Fath of the , and (Tsr)] doubling of the ; (Aud), 
the air (KF), i. e., ivhat is between tlie shy and the earth, 
and [Jatviv,] the name of a district in AlYamdma 
(Tsr); in which case one says [in their pL (Tsr)]%l' 
[278, 713] and &7^ [below] (Aud), like jl^ ; [235, 237] 
(Tsr), with the g , [vid. the ; (Tsr),] sounded true (Aud) ; 
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orw/. ^f^ and ^ f^ , the ^5 and [second] ^ being changed 
into Hamza, because final after an aug. I [683] : while 
transformation of their g is not allowable with that 
[transformation of their J ] (Tsr), lest two transforma- 
tions occur consecutively (Aud) ; so that one is restricted 
to transformation of the J , because it is the seat of 
alteration (Tsr) : and similarly in what resembles them 
(Aud), i. e., where the J is transformed by being changed 
into Hamza, and the g is [therefore] sounded true (Tsr) : 
(4) where the ^ occurs as a final, fourth or upwards [727] 
(Aud), [and] after a Fatha (IA, A), because, in that case, 
the expression containing it does not lack a transformable 

counterpart, with which it is made to accord so says 

BD whether the ^ be in a n. or v. (Tsr) : you 

say ^kc \I took (Tsr)] and wy?\ [I throve, by retaining 
the j in its own form, because it is third (Tsr)] ; but, 
when you put the Hamza or reduplication [433], you say 
^^Jktt I gave and c*aA I purified, [by changing the y 
into ^5 , because it becomes fourth (Tsr)] : and you say y 

9 o y <>& 9 o C s 

in the pass. part, [of v^oikaf and o^p\ , when the signj 

of dualization is attached to it (Tsr)], ^Lkjw and ^U5\^ 

(Aud), by changing the ^ into & [229] : (a) the reason 
why it is changed into ^ in the preU and pass, part, of 
the augmented v.> although it is not after a Kasra, is 

that (Tsr) they make the pret, [ v^Axz I and o^5) (Tsr) j 
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accord with the aor. [ ^Jsj^ and ^v? (Tsr)], and the 
pass, part. [ (jlxkrx) and ^L^vo (Tsr)] with the act. part. 
[ ^Lluw and ^v^y^ with Kasr of the is and J (Tsr)], 
since each of them, [i. e., of the aor. and act. part. 
(Tsr) J has a Kasra before its final [case 1 ] ( Aud) : (a) 
they make the deriv., [i. e., the pass. part.^\ accord with 
its original, [the act. part n ~] as they make the original, 
[i. e., the pre*.,] accord with its deriv., [the aor.] (Tsr) : 
(b) S asked [his master (Tsr)] Khl about the reason for 
the transformation of [the ^ in] such [prets.] as Lo \ Uls 
We raided one another [727] and LurlJo We called one 
another, [prig, b.vljtf and Uu-ttJo , the , being changed 
into ^ (Tsr)J notwithstanding that the aor. [ <5)li^ 

and ^IJ^J (Tsr)] has no Kasra before its final : and he 
answered that the transformation existed [in the pret.~\ 

before the coming of the initial v^>, vid. in Uj\L& and 

Ujl& b , for conformity with [the aor.~\ &X*-> and ^f Jo 

[with Kasr of their penultimate (Tsr)] ; and that it was 

afterwards retained in company with the *& [of JxLb ] 
(Aud), as with the S of femininization in such as slht< 
given (Tsr), the I of which is converted from a ^ , 
because mobile and preceded by a letter pronounced with 
Fath [684] ; while this & is converted from a ^ , because 
occurring fourth [and] after a Fatha (Sn) : and this is a 
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good explanation of the reason (Tsr) : (c) their saying: 
^ULio [727] in the aor. of [the unaugmented tril.J 

^Lx. [with Fath of the Hamza, as likewise is the aor. r 
(Sn)], meaning preceded, outwent, is anomalous, the 
regular form being ^ Liu , because it is from . L& ; 

while [in the aor.'] there is no Kasra before the . , on 
account of which it might be converted into ,5 ; nor is- 
the 5 converted in the pret., with which the aor. might 
be made to accord : if, indeed, the Hamza of transport 
be prefixed to it, you say ^LLio [in the pass. (Sn)], for 
conformity with the act. (A) ^jUX&j , the ^ of which is- 
converted into ^5 on account of the Kasra before it (Sn) : 
(5) where the y , when quiescent, [and] single, folio wa 
immediately after a Kasra, as in ^\y^> a balance, \orig. 
^\\yo , because from ^ weighing (Tsr),] and ^\JU* 
time appointed for performance of an action [278] 
(Aud), orig. ^L»V> , because from c^ dme, where the 
* is converted into ^5 , because quiescent [and single] 
and preceded by a letter pronounced with Kasr (Tsr) : 
contrary to such as (a) ^\yc receptacle of a thing (Tsr)] 
and \(y» [above] (Aud), because the ^ in them is mobile, 
not quiescent (Tsr) ; (b) ty)f»\ (Aud) continuance, toge- 
ther with swiftness, of journeying [332, 482, 494] (Tsr), 
and Jot Jill (Aud) clinging to the neck, as »^a*j ^T^j 
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meaning He clung to the neck oj his caniel, and mounted 
him [482, 494, 675], because the y in them is double, not 
single : (a) <J>LJL?> ( is anomalous, not to be copied : so 
says IM in the Tashil (Tsr) : (6) where the ^ is a J of 
{S iju with Damm, when an ep. [272], as in *U**JI Lo\ bf 
LojJl XXXVII. 6. Verily We have adorned tJie heaven 
nearest [to you (K, B)" and your saying &?>tdJl ^j^axJJ 

" Q 9 Q/<> # 

LJLxJ! For the pious is the highest rank [725] (Aud), ortg. 
,5jj jJ! and ^yXxi I , because from ^ nearness and ^JId 
elevation, the ^ in them being converted into ^ , because 
the j , with the Damma [of the initial] and the sign of 
femininization, is deemed heavy in the ep., [which is 
considered heavier than the substantive ;] so that its J 
is lightened by conversion into ^ : (a) the proof that 
l5 JjLi [here] is an ep. is its being preceded by its qualified, 
as exemplified : (6) this is the original use [of Co jJ I ] ; 
while their use of it [as a substantive, which is] not 
preceded by a qualified [359], is a divergence from the 
original, but is subject to the same treatment [of the J ] 
(Tsr) : (c) as for the saying of the Hijazls ^ycJii I [ aL-U*jf 
(Tsr)] The farthest [distance, with the ^ sounded true 
(Tsr)], it is anomalous by rule, [but] chaste by usage, 
serving to notify the o. /., as [it is notified (Tsr)] in [the 
v., like (Tsr)] j>j_s\ju,| mastered, and [the substantive, 
like (Tsr)] c>'S [684, 711] (Aud), by rule SLsaLl and ols 

136 a 
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with transformation, which is omitted for notification 
of the o.f. [725] : (d) the Banu Tamlm say LyoiUI with 
transformation, according to rule (Tsr) : (e) if c5 JLii be a 
substantive, [not an ep., the J in (Tsr)] it is not altered 
[by being changed into ^ ; but the ^ is retained in its 
o./., to distinguish the substantive from the ep. (Tsr)], 
as in the saying [of Dhu-rRumixa (MN, Tsr)] 

lJ T 2yZj> r ) I V^f. <ST^ ' * ^ * V^ u>**~ ^^ ^>^t b^ 

[725] (Aud) O a&ocZe in Iluzivd [272], ^Acm /ia^ excited 
for the eye ajloiv of tears , so £7ia£ the water of emotion 
qushes part after party or remains fluctuating in the eye, 

coming and going (MN, Tsr), with the ; in ^y^ 
retained in its [original] state : and they do not reverse 
[the rule], because the substantive is lighter than the 
ep. : (f) in what the author of the Aud mentions, vid. 
that the J of JJd , when a ; , is changed in the ep., and 
preserved in the substantive, he follows IM; while 
IUK say s that this [rule laid down by IM] is contrary 
to the saying of the Etymologists, who reverse [it], 
changing the ; in the substantive, not in the ep., so that 
they make ^jL anomalous [725] (Tsr) : but IM says, in 
one of his books, [" The GG say that this is peculiar to the 
substantive, though they exemplify only by a pure ep., 

or by li^<x! \ > where the substantivity is adventitious ; 
and they assert that the sounding (of the ^ ) true ift 
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<5;V^ is anomalous, like that in iLp (below) : but this Is 
a doctrine of whose correctness there is no evidence ; 
whereas " (A)] " w T hat I say is confirmed by evidence, 
&nd is agreeable with [the doctrine of (Tsr)] the Masters 
of lexicology : [for] Az quotes Fr and ISk as saying that 
whatever ep. is like LojJ! and UJUil is with the ^ y 
since they deem the ^ heavy with the Damnia of its 
initial/' [and with the heaviness of the ep. (Sn)]; " nor 
is there any dispute about it, except that the people of 

AlHijaz display the ^ in [ ^^sJJ\ [abpve], while the Banil 

Tamim say Lua.iL! I " (A, Tsr) : and, as for the s.-iying of IH 

"contrary to the ep. t as ^ydl" [725], meaning the 
fern, of ^vi ill the greatest raider, BD says "It is an 
exemplification of his own, and is not accompanied by 
any report [of its having been heard from the Arabs] ; 
while analogy requires that LtJlM should be said, as LJUJI 
is said" (A) : (7) where the 5 and meet, [and are 
combined (Tsr),] in a [single (Tsr)] word (Aud), or what 
is virtually a [single] word, like v5 JL*o my Muslims (A), 
in the nom., because the pre. and pos£. are like one 
thing, especially when the post, is the ^ of the 1st pers. 
[129] (Sn) ; while the first of the two [unsound letters] 
is quiescent, original in nature and quiescence [716] 
(Aud) : for, when these conditions a.e combined, the. 
must be converted into ^ , whether the ^ precede or 
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follow, because it is heavier than the & , in order that 
lightness may, so far as possible, be attained (Tsr) ; and 
then the [first] & must be incorporated into the [second] 
(5 [747] (Aud), because of the combination of two likes 
[731] (Tsr): (a) exs. of that, (a) where the ^ precedes 
[the y (Tsr)], are Ju^* and oyyo [251, 703], orig. jy^ and 
ojlo [683, 716] (Aud), because from 3ll ivas lord, aor. 

4W0 by common consent, and ^>to dted, aor. (c^-> accord- 
ing to one of the two dials. [482] : (a) their measure, 
according to critical judges, vid. the BB, is Jotli with 
Kasr of the £ : ( B ) the Bdd hold it to be Jmxi with Fath 
of the g > like +k&6 and o>ju3 [373], transferred to JjtAi 
with Kasr of the g , because, say they, we do not see, in 
the sound, any n. on [the measure of] Joto with Kasr : 
but this [argument] is weak, because what does not 
occur in the sound sometimes occurs in the unsound, 
which is a separate sort ; so that this may be a formation 
peculiar to the unsound [251], like xJbti pi. of J^U , as 
sUdS and sLo^ [247] ; and, if Jul** were Jotli with Fath, they 
would say jJlu with Fath (Tsr) : (b) where the ^ precedes 
[the & (Tsr)], are j£ and £J [278, 302], inf. ns. of ££L I 

9 y /" G O / ti a •* 

jolded and oJp Itivisted, oric. ^yio and ,^J (Aud), with 
Fath of their first, and quiescence of their second [letter], 
their 5 being converted into ^ , and incorporated into 
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the <5 (Tsr) : (b) souuding [the ^ (Tsr)] true is necessary, 
(a) if the . and ^ be in two words, as *-u,L *^Jo Ydsir 
calls [with the ^ preceding the ^ (Tsr)], and J^t. ^o 
A threatener ivill shoot (Aud) with the ^ preceding the 

3 ' 

y (Tsr) : (6) if the first of them be (a) mobile, as Jujs 

[with the j mobilized with Kasr (Tsr)], and ^ [348,714] 
(Aud) with the ^ mobilized with Damna (Tsr) : ( B ) 
adventitious in nature (Aud), [not, however, as Kh 
distinguishes, when necessarily so, but only when] 
allowably, which is [explained by him as] of three sorts, 
substituted for an I [686], as w>wu, [716] ; substituted for 
a <5 [686], as when you form from ^o a [v.] commensur- 
able with Jiju [482], saying ^o , and then put it into 
the pass., saying *j^j ; and substituted for a Hamza 

[658] (Tsr), as Sb** alleviated form of ib., sigrfo (Aud) : 
for in the whole of that there is no change [of • into ^ ], 
nor any incorporation, because the first [unsound] letter 



S£& 



is [allowably] adventitious ; contrary to +* I alleviated 
form of f^ } \ , which is on the model of jjLl [372] from 
5Uj I &ezn£ without husband, or without wife : since the 
second Hamza is changed into ^ , [as in ,j^.l ,] because 
the one before it is pronounced with Damm [661], so that 
j^j^t becomes ^1 ; and this change is necessary [661] : 
and then the ^ is converted into ,5 , which is incorporated 
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into the [second] ^ , so that ^1 becomes *j| ; and this 
[process also of] change and incorporation is necessary, 
because the ^ is necessarily adventitious in nature, since 
it is orig. [a second] Hamza, [the alleviation of which is 
necessary;] the adventitiousness that defends from 
change being only the allowable, not the necessary, 
adventitiousness (Tsr) : (y) adventitious in quiescence, as 
^^3 [with quiescence of the ^ (Tsr)], orig. [ ^y? ] with 

Kasr [above] (Aud), because it is a pret. v. (Tsr) ; but 

made quiescent [in the medial] for lightness, as JUt 

[with quiescence of the J (Tsr)] is said for JL& [482] 

(Aud) with Kasr of it : though some allow ^ with 
incorporation after conversion (Tsr) : (c) three sorts 
deviate anomalously from what we have mentioned, (a) 
a sort [in] which [the ^ ] is transformed, though it does 

not fulfil the conditions, like the reading [ U JJ ] in XII. 
43. [498] with change [of the Hamza into ^ , and of the 
. into (5 ,] and incorporation [of the first & into the 
second] (Aud), although the ^ is [allowably] adventitious 
in nature, because it is alleviated from the [single] 
Hamza [658] : (a) Ks, who heard this reading, transmits 
that [doctrine of its anomalousness] ; but some, says IM 
in the CK, transmit that it is regular, according to one 
dial. (Tsr) : (b) a sort [in] which [the ; ] is sounded true, 
notwithstanding [its] fulfilment of them, [i. e., of the 
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conditions ( Tsr),] as ^y^> [male cat (Tsr)], ^f [below], 
SL^t inf. n. of *_JXM ^^ The dog howled, and ^j iU*. 
*j$?* Raja Ibn Jlaiiva (Aud) : ( a ) you do not incorporate 
in ^wyo [below], because it is a [prim. (Jh)] substan- 
tive, which is not conformable to the v. (Jh, Tsr) ; and 

9 * <t «" 

similarly in 5*jl2» [below], a man's name ; both being differ- 
ent [in this respect] from ^p , s^uyo , Juu*, , and tU^ [251] 

( Jh) : so says Jh : ( B ) ^ I is on the measure of 
Joti I : they say, on a day wherein hardship has befallen 
them, +jj\ -o a most hard day, l. e., StX^aJl wl£> 

containing much hardship (Tsr) : (y) S^^ Haiwa, [says 
Jh in the Sahah (Tsr),] is not subjected to incorpora- 

G * • G «"• 

tion, [as ^^ and v^-yc are ( Jh),] because it is a [coined, 
prim. (Jh),] name [4] (Jh, Tsr) of a man (Tsr), not 
conformable to the v. (Jh) ; [and it is] diptote because 
of the quality of proper name and femininization [18] 
(Tsr) : (c) a so: t in which the ^5 is changed into . , into 
which the [preceding] 5 is incorporated, [according to 
the converse of the rule (Tsr),] as S^c. [inf. n. of 
^JLXDl ^yz (above), by rule iUe. (Tsr),] and Jlljf ^ ^3 
[686] (Aud), by rule ^ [722], because oW#. ^^ , 

being Jyti from ^ forbidding (Tsr) : (d) [both] trans- 
formation and sounding true are regular in the dim. of 
that n. [mobile in the ^ (Tsr)] whose broken pi. is on 

V 
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[the measure of] J^lio [18, 253, 256], as J^dLl [369] 
(And), ph J ; lcX^ [253]; and o'y»\ , when [a substantive 
(Tsi)] denoting serpent (Aud), pi. o ; Lu| (Jh, Tsr), 
because it is a substantive; whereas, if itweieanep. 

O 9 O o > 

[below], its pL would be [ &y» ] on [the measure of] Jmi 

Gy O y 9 s Q & 

[249] (Jh) : so that, in the dim. of J^tX^ and jywl , you 
say J^jcX^ and o r ^\ [279], by sounding [the ^] true; 
and Jo<X=* and cXa^I [279], by transforming [it into ^ , 
and incorporating the ^ of the dim. into it] : (a) as for 
the transformation, which is the preferable [method], it 
is the same process as in cXa-u, and v^u> [above], accord- 
ing to the rule ; and, as for the sounding -true, it is 
because you treat this ^ [of the dim.] like the I of 
J.lje^ and o^LI I [279], since the ^ of the dim. and the 
t of the broken pi. are each put to denote a meaning; (6) 
if jy* I were an ep. [348], transformation would be neces- 
sary in [the dim. of] it, because it does not take the pL 
dX*u\ : so says BD (Tsr) ; [but Jh says that] the dim 
of dy» I 6Zac& is Juu* I , and, if you will, o^a^ I , [meaning 
blackish,] i.e., approximating to blackness [287] (Jh): 
(c) by our saying " mobile in the ^ " [above] we guard 
against such as )y*^ and o^ , because, though their 
broken pi. [246] is on [the measure of] j^lL [above], 
transformation [of the ^] is necessary in their dim., as 
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v-yfut [279] and Ju^ ; and sounding true is not allow- 
able : the difference being that the mobile is stroner 
[279], and the quiescent weak ; while the vowel of 

GO'* 9 ° s f> 

[the j in] the dim. [ JL>iX?> and J^Xwl ] is not taken into 

account, because it is adventitious : so says IAz (Tsr) : 

(d) the ph of ,j~y* [above] is ^Lyo [715], the . being 

sounded true in its pi., because sounded true in the 

sing. : but, for its azm., S says ^a^o , transforming it, 

and making it like cXa-wI , [which is allowable as c&V/z. of 

o~*l serpent,] although its pi. is ^LJ ; while there is 

nothing to prevent those who say o~y*t for the dim. 

[of^^wl] from saying ,j^o (Jh) : (8) where the ^ is 

the J of the JuLi* [of the v. (Tsr)] whose pret. is on [the 

measure of] Joti with Kasr of the p , [the trans, and 

intrans. being alike in that respect, the first (Tsr)] as 

*a^s> appiwed it, pass, part, ^v* approved [722] ; and 

[the second as * (Tsr)] Jl^ ^1* ^*S overpowered Zaid y 

pass. part. &JLa ^yw overpowered (Aud) ; orig. yCyA 

[722] and ^y^o , with two ^ s after the p , the first being 

the j of dyxsus [347], and the second their J : (a) their J 

is converted into ^ , in order that the n. may be made 

to accord with the v., where transformation is necessary 

137 a 
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In that case, since the letter before the final is pfo* 
liounced with Kasr [case 1] ; so that they become ^j? 

and ^5^X0 , in which the ^ and ^ are combined, while 
the first of them is quiescent [case 7], for which reason 
the . is converted into <^ , and the [first] ^ incorporated 
into the [second] ^ ; while the Datnma is changed into 
.Kasra, in order that the ^ may be preserved from 

conversion into ^ (Tsr) : (a) the reading z^-o^o &y5f^ 

LXXXIX. 28.. Approving [what thou hast been vouch- 
safed (K, B)], approved [before God (K, B), with the y 
sounded true (Tsr)], is anomalous (Aud) ; but IM in 
the Tashil pronounces it to be [merely] inferior (Tsr) r 
(b) if the c of the v. be pronounced with Fath, sound- 

ing true is necessary, as jm raided [722] and j&t\* 

called (Aud), orig. w yu and ^d^* , with two ^ s, the y 

of JuJuo [347], and the J of the word ; so that the first 
is incorporated into the second, because of the combina- 
tion of the two likes [731] (Tsr) : (a) transformation 
[here] is anomalous, as in 

LoLi; *JU G Jouo vi^JJ I b I # ^-o I XXa-U (c-^y^ chAa JJ>5 

[722] (Aud), by <Abd Yaghuth [Ibn Wakkas (MN)] 
alHarithi, -4ncZ w?/ w£/e Mulaiha has knoivn that I am 
the lion, ivhen assailed, and when assailing, where' he 
transforms [the J of] &&** [684], on<jr. jjtX** (MN, 
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Tsr), upon the measure of JyXM (MN) : (a) Mz recites 

this verse with !jjuu> , by sounding [the J] true : but 
others recite it with transformation (A, Tsr) ; and IM 
indicates the allowability of this by his saying " And 
sound the [ J of] Jjjla* from such as (Jet true ; or trans- 
form, if you do not aim at the more excellent [method]": 
(B) sounding true is for conformity with the act. v., 
and transformation for conformity with the pass. i\ 
[722]; but sounding true is more proper, because con- 
formity with the act. v. is so (Ts/) : (y) LjU^ &X-JL& L>Jou# 
occurs thus, with the undotted c and o , in the MSS of 
[the commentary by] IUK : but L>\1&; &a-U byte when 
raided, and when raiding, with the dotted c and \ , 
'occurs in Z 5 s book, [the M,] where he says " They say 
ycA and ^oLc ; but they do say ^xt and ^yw , as 

L^L£^ aule LyLo e*xJJ ! u t ^ ^^ I sSULo ^-wv^c <om-Lc <Xs: 

[722]"; and the more correct [version] is what is men- 
tioned by Z, [because he is as trustworthy as Hadham 
in the adage] " When Hadham says [anything], then 
believe her ; for verily the [true] saying is what Hadham 
.has said" [194] (MN) : [so says Al'Aini, who perhaps 
saw this version in some MS of the M ; but Broch and 
Jahn print pJf Cjow in the text of the M ; and this is 
the version given by IY, as also by R, IHsh, and A ; 
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while either version suits the argument in the Aud :] 
(9) where the ^ is the J of Jj*i [with Damm of the o 
(Tar)], when &pl, as ^akpl. of Cak [243, 299, 684, 722], 
djjpl. of \JH [328], and ^h pi. of pa [237, 243] (Aud) : 

G 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 

(a) the o. /. is )ya& > yf*2 , and 3J J(> : but, deeming the 
combination of two ^ s heavy in the pi., they convert 
the last ^ into ^ ; and then the first is transformed by 
conversion into ^ , and incorporation [case 7] ; while the 
letter before the [first] & is pronounced with Kasr, in 
order that the ^ may sound true (Tsr) : (a) sounding 
[the J] true [in the pi.] is anomalous, as ^j| and y*| , 
[p£s. of u>l father and -^1 brother, both transmitted by 

IAr (Tsr)] ; ^<aJ [with an undotted — (Tsr)] f pi. of ^j 
i. q. &^ cforec£ion; ysO with a — ,p£. of^x3 , which is 

5 9 9 Oo/ 

the oZottt* that pours down its water ; and y& pi. of^jj , 
which is [the cavity oj (KF)] the chest (Aud), trans- 
mitted by AHm on the authority of AZ : (oc) the pis. 
mentioned are pronounced with Damm of the first and 

, 9 * £ G J £ » > J J 9 9 

second [letters], ong. ^ I , ^ I , jj^3 , ;^^ , and ^^ , 
with two • s, the first of which is incorporated into the 
second (Tsr) ; (b) if J^xj be a sing., sounding [the J] 

* • Z > 9 *s s 

true is necessary, as I ouS" |y^ ly^ XXV. 23. -4ncZ 7&aw 
exceeded [the limit in wrong-doing (K, B)] wita grr eat 
excess, v/j^T^ ijil J> ; ihi ^ XXVIII. 83. Seat rw« 
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elevation in the earth, *+i inf. n. of JUJl U> The ivralth 
increased, and ^w m/. n. of Jov U-w ZafcZ was exalted 
(Aud), all of these exs. being sing. inf. ?is., pronounced 
with Datum of the first and second [letters], orig. ,J^ , 

6 9 9 6 )9 S > ) , 

.JLc , .*+3 , and y^** , with two ^ s, the first of which is 
incorporated into the second (Tsr) : (a) sometimes, 
however, the sing, is tranforrned (Aud), by conversion 
of the last . into ^ , and transformation of the first, like the 
transformation of [the y in] ^ [case 7] (Tsr), as ^^ 
[684, 722], inf. n. of p.AxcJ| lx& TAe o/cZ man became 
decrepit ; and ^**5 , in/, ?i. of au-Ls L*J> iZ?s Aia?** iras 
AanZ (Aud) : (c) what is [said by IM] in the Alfiya 
necessarily implies that the pi [ J-%* ] and the sing. 

9 y y ... 

[ Jj** ] are ec l ua l [i n this respect, that sounding true is 
preferable to transformation]; for [immediately after 
"And sound the ( J of ) J+x&* from such as !<Xc true ; 
or transform, etc.", cited above under case 8,] he says 
" Similarly the J^jti from the [crude-form] containing 
the j , when this letter appears as a J of a, pi. or sing., 
occurs biform ": whereas transformation is more suitable 
in the pi, because of its heaviness ; and soundino- true 
in the sing., because of its lightness (Tsr) : (10) where 
the y is an £ of Joti [with Damm of the ^J , and doubl- 
ing of the £ (Tsr)], when a ph sound in the J , like Ilia 
fyl of jLsl* (Tsr)] and ^ (And) pi of °^lj , the g [in 
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both] of which is a ; [247, 715, 716, 722] : (a) their o. f. is 

*y& and +yj [below] ; but, two ^ s and a Dainma being 
combined in the pi., it is as though three ^ s were com- 
bined, in addition to the heaviness of the pi., which there- 
fore deviates to alleviation by conversion of the two ^ s 
into ^5 s, because two ^ s are lighter than two ^ s (Tsr) : 
(a) the more frequent [method] is to sound [the ^ ] true, 

O Si 9 SO 

[according to the o.j. (Tsr),] as ^yo and *y [above] 
(Aud) ; but a frequent, common, [method] is transfor- 
mation, which is indicated by IM's saying " And such 

as 1x3 for myj is common " (Tsr) : (b) sounding true i§ 

necessary if the J be (a) unsound, lest two transfer ma- 
ts > 
tions [of the g and J (Tsr)] occur consecutively, as ^yb 

and &** , pis. of ^Lo roasting and ^U erring (Aud), 

orig. f£y* and <*!& , the J being transformed by conver- 
sion into I [6 84 J, because mobile and preceded by a letter 
pronounced with Fath ; and then elided because of the 
concurrence of two quiescents, [the I and Tanwin] : so 
that, if the £ were transformed by conversion into & , 
two transformations would occur consecutively in the 
[same] word; and that is considered disagreeable by 
them (Tsr) : (6) separated from the g [by an I (Tsr)], as 

°|LL and JyS [384, 715], because the £ is then far 
from the end, [which is the seat of alteration (MKh)}; 
while the saying 

■ 
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L^ciky iff r LoJI o;' ^ * ;^ ^' **° ^^> ^ 
[715, 716, 722] (Aud), by Dhu-rRumma (IY od §. 715), 
[or] by Abu-lGhamr alKilabl, Now Mayya, the daughter 
of Mundhir, came to us at night; arid not aught kept 
the sleepers, [i. e., those whose habit was to sleep at 
the time wherein she came (J),] atvaks save her talking 
(MN, Jsh, J), or, in an alternative version, L^iLw 
her greeting (Jsh), recited with JJli\ by IAr (IY), 
is anomalous (Aud), by rule ^ l«Jdl , with the ^ sounded 
true, which IM indicates by his saying " But the 

ft s> 

anomaly of such as -Lu is attributed " (Tsr) to the 
learned (Sn, MKh) in Arabic (Sn), i. e., is transmitted 
[by them] (A, Tsr) in *>J! ijM Ui [above] (A), And 
the y£ is [regularly] substituted in place of the \ and * in 
[the gen. and ace. of] such as ^UJU^o [16, 22 8 J and 
^ r JLlo [16, 234] (R). Its substitution, (l) for the I , is 
(M, SH) (a) regular in such as (M, R) (a) ^juc1£« and 
La3\l* [above] (M), JLwlJji [274, 283] and J^fji [253] 
(IY, R) ; (6) ^^L [281, 282, 293, 298] (R) : (b) anomal- 
ous in such as ^lL» [643, 686] (SH) : (a) ^ilL with 
the ^5 is regular, according to Fazara ; so that IH should 
rather say "weak" [643], not "anomalous" (R) : (2) 
for the j , is (a) [regular (M), obligatory (SH)J 
in such as (a) v^Ua* (M, SH) and ^\jk* [above], whence 

■ 
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ft <" , Q #y 

^j^ wmd and H.^3 s£*7/ ram [278], because from ^.v 
6em</ ivindy, breezy, cool and jbLsau*J| ouoo 27ie c£oiic£ 
rained continually (IY) ; (6) ^a^ [above] (M) ; (c) dl 
(M, SH) and 1^1 [above]; (d) jSf [243, 721] (M) ; 
(e) Ills (M, SH. and Jllsll [above] (M) ; (/) jll^ 
[above] (M, SH); for) L> [above] (SH) ; (A) jj^l 
[above] (M, SH) and *J (M), o?n</. R^J , being &Lti 
[336] from sjo <^J Hoisted his hand and &4^*i ^J 
put q/f Ais creditor (IY) ; (i) e^oyit / equipped for 
raiding [629, 674, 719, 727] (M, R) and v^Ip&Ll / 
urged to raid (M.), for conformity with the ctor. ^yL> 
and <^ullo (IY) : (b) irregular (M), anomalous (SH), in 
such as (a) LLd [246, 257, 724] (M, SH) and ^lllo [246], 
o?*^, ^a^3 and ^j 1 ^^ , from va^-yo -* was a ooy, or boyish, 

aor. ^aoI , where the ^ is converted into ^ because 
of the Kasra of the ^ before it, the ^ between them 
not being [regarded as] a separative, because of its 
weakness by reason of quiescence (IY); (6) zL-o [above]; 
(c) [!)CpU (M), fern. ioU-Lc , iaK, corpulent, from v^^JLfc 
J teas high, where they convert the ^ into ^ because 
of the Kasra before it, not taking the quiescent [J] 
between them into account [as a separative], because of 
its weakness (IY); (d) ^ [above] (SH); (e) Jw^ju 
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[333, 701] (M, SH), with conversion of the ^ into ^ 
without Kasr of the aoristic letter [404], by treating 
the mobile ^ here like the quiescent, for which reason 

G " ' 
they convert the ^ into & , on the principle of Ju-** and 

s^uyo [above], as they treat the quiescent [ <^ and ^ ] like 

the mobile in [ eU*L> ] and ^Lb and ^b [684] (IY on 

§. 684) : (a) [according to R, however,] such as ^uo is 

regular, though weak : ( B ) so is such as J^aj : P says 
44 It is regular, according to some folk, although it is 

weak "; but Z decides that J^o , «aa*3 , and suo are ano- 
malous (R). Its substitution for the Hamza is (1) [re- 



gular, but not obligatory (R),] in such as ^s£> [278, 642] 
(M, SH), for ^6 wolf (IY on §. 658), orig. with Hamza 
(Jh, Jrb) ; and *jyo [by alleviation of JLc pZ. of H-^c , 
which is exciting dissension among the people (IY on 
§. 658)] according to what has been stated in [the chapter 
on] Alleviation of the Hamza (M), vid. that the Hamza, 
whether quiescent or pronounced with Fath, is con- 
verted into <5 when the letter before it is pronounced 
with Kasr [658] (IY) : (2) necessary in [such as] ool 
[659, 661] (R). The [necessary] substitution of the y 
[686] and ^ for the Hamza occurs in two cats. } (1) the 
pL upon [the measure of (Tsr)] JlcU* [726] : (2) the 

two Hamzas concurring in a [single (Tsr)] word [661] 

138 a 
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(And). The ^ is substituted, by way of anomaly, not 
to be copied, for a good many letters, which we proceed 
to discuss, according to what Z [or IB] mentions (IY). 
The substitution of the ^ for the [six] remaining [letters 
mentioned (MASH)] is confined to hearsay. It is 

frequent in such as (1) oJXof and ouLaS [below] (SH) : 
(a) by " such as" IH means an augmented triL, wherein 
two similar letters are combined, but incorporation is 
not possible, because the second is quiescent [731], as in 
viJJjo t [below] ; or three similar letters, the first of 
which is incorporated into the second, so that incorpora- 
tion into the third is not possible as in ^ULaiJ and 
(tfvUJt (jdvoJw [below] : for the combination of similar 
letters is disliked, while they have no way to incorpora- 
tion ; so that they seek relief in conversion of the second 
[or third (MAR)] into ^ , because of the heaviness : (b) 
if the expression be an unaugmented triL, the second 

[similar letter] is not converted ; so that oJjJo for v^Jjuo 
I extended is not said : and, as for their saying viJLo^ ^ iL* 
Then no, by thy Lord /, i. e., db * ^ [below], it is anomal- 
ous : (c) they also substitute the ^ for the first of the 

duplicate letters in [the n. on] the measure of Juti , 

. « °. <* 

when a simple substantive, not an inf. n., as in ^U^ , 

11^ , Jjba , h\lf3 , and ^ t^ [below], according to him 



( 1289 ) 

that says [in the pi.] (j^juelo , ^oUJ , [ rl^^ (MAZ),] 
k^l^s [278], and w;£* ; but this substitution is regular, 
since Jlai , when non-inf t , does not occur except with 
the- first of its duplicate letters changed into ^ , to dis- 
tinguish the simple substantive from the inf. n., in 
which it is not changed, as ^dS'inf. n. of ^tX5"[332] : 
(a) when the simple substantive is with the 8 , as in 
S^u-o [head of the spindle (MAR)] and *jLj^> [short 
(MAR)], it is not changed, because of the freedom from 
ambiguity : (b) as for him that says U maxL 4 > and ^oLb , 
it may be (a) that, since the ^ is inseparable from their 
sings., he does not lestore them [in the pi.] to their o. /., 
although the Kasra is [there] removed ; or ( g ) that 
their sings, are orig. on the measure of JlLs [377] (R), 
the ^ not being a subst. (IY, R) for [the first ofj the 
duplicate letters (R), but an aug. for co-ordination with 
^b^i [396] (IY) : (c) as for their saying y,/^ , with 
the , , in the pi. of j l^ui [below], it is based upon [the 
supposition] that ^1^ is orig. )°1 j£& , although there is 

° " O 3 

no jU*i in their language [377]; or^££ may be orig. 
jj;L-i , the ^ being changed into ; , by assimilation to the 
I in (viUTpZ. ^llb, [247, 686], in which case its o. J. [in the 
sing.] is Jl^ft : (d) ll^l [713, 716] and W^ I occur in 
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the inf. n. of SyU! [332, 482, 494] and i^bj [482, 494, 
667, 675] (R) : (e) the substitution of the & for one of 
the duplicate [or triplicate] letters is [exemplified] in (a) 
CXtiO\ u^^Le! I dictated the writing (M, Jrb), aor. {S ^o) f 
inf. n. %^Lo[ [for ^5^0^] (Jrb), orig. oJUUl [above] (1Y); 
the Kur has i^^?t^ 8 Jo *uJl£ ^+3 ^i XXV. 6. -4nc? 
iAey are dictated to him morning and evening (IY, Jrb) 
and ^3-^J! xlJU <cjJI J^UaJ^ II. 282. And let him on 
ivhom lies the debt dictate [below] (IY) ; and the poet says 

U'jUb (<^* *^-* I il o^aJ Li 
T/ien JT sivore I would not weary oj him until he should 
depart, i. e., 2JL0 1 *$ : (a) they say that the 0./. of 5X0 1 
is &JJUI , m/. n. JiUI , as in II. 282. [above] (Jrb) : but 
[some hold that (Jrb) properly (IY)] they are two 
[excellent (Jh)] dial, vars., [both occurring in the Kur 
(Jh),] because their employment is uniform (IY, Jrb), 
as ujUuO I (5 JLo I , aor. (S X^ , inf. n. % iLcl , and ljuoO I Jue | , 
aor. Ju^ > inf. n. JiLol (IY ; so that to make one of 
them original, and the other deriv., is not more appro- 
priate than the converse (I Y, Jrb) : (6) <5>Uis I o^^aS 
I clipped my nails [below] (M, Jrb), transmitted by ISk 
(IY), for o^auaif (IY, Jrb), where they substitute a ,5 
for the third ^ , because of the heaviness of the redup- 
lication (IY) : (c) jlif ^ dLo^ ifiVo, by thy Lord, I will 
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not do ! (M), meaning db^ [above], where they substi- 
tute a ^5 for the second \^> , because of the heaviness of 
the reduplication (IY) : (d) ool^J (M), orig. ^I*o / 
took a concubine, oJulw from w^ i. q. ^Uo [331], which 
is named wu, secrecy, because he that intends it hides, and 
see&s £o conceal himself (IY) : (oc) ibw* concubine is suJLxi , 
[a reZ. n. (Jh)] from w^ (Jh, IY), i. e., copulation, [for the 
reason just given,] or concealment, because the man often 
secretes her, and hides her from his free-born [wife] ; 
while its ^ is pronounced with Daram, because forma- 
tions are sometimes altered, especially in the rel. n., as 

$oJ i ™ * ' -t 7 Go-* S -* o ^ So « 

&>&* and ts JLj^ [311], rel. ns. of w^o and aULg-u* ^1 

, C 6 9 

smooth ground ( Jh) : but Akh says that it is [&Joti (IY), 

O 9 9 

derived (Jh)] from y^y* gladness, because her master is 
gladdened by her (Jh, I Y) : (e) o^*u£u (M), orig. v^ju h" 
J exercised thought, {S sJhxi\ being tAe exercise of thought, 

9 £ „ C -* 

oWgf. ,jjJoxJf , one of whose ^ s they change into <5 , 
because of the heaviness of the reduplication (IY) : and 

G -* -*,*• o -* 

^^Jo p) [read by Hamza and Ks in (B)] II. 261. [644, 647] 
(M), orzgr. ^^jcj J It hath not been altered from C^ °ui 
^yUa XV. 26, 28, 33. (IY), meaning of [black (K)] 
day tvrought into shape (K, B), i. e., altered, a ^ being 
substituted for the third ^ , and then converted into I 
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because mobile and preceded by a letter pronounced 

1 & s * * G *" .«' "' 

with Fath [684], so that (jJUJL; becomes ^k**z* ; and the 
t being afterwards elided for apocopation [404, 720], so 

that <jJU*JCj. jJ becomes ^**JCj J : this is the saying of IA1 

[below] (IY): (f) ^Ot ^ju The falcon stooped, or 

swooped (M), i. e. ydAiu [344], from ^SUbJTu^ilf mean- 
ing The bird dropped in its flight (IY) : (cc) they do not 

' a '' as >->• 

use its JkjUS except changed (Jh, IY), as (S ^laj , where, 
deeming three ^ s heavy, they substitute a ^5 for one 
of them ( Jh) : AKAjjaj says 

[below] (Jh, IY) : (g) the saying 

>Fe i«;i7Z visit a man such that, whateer betide, God he 
fears, and, ivhateer betide, by the deed oj the righteous 
he takes example (M), recited by ISk on the authority 
of lAr, where the poet means *3b , but substitutes 
a (5 for the second ^ (IY) : (h) &JtX^> (M), [as] in 
xjidJaS j £&x> !iM ouuJt <X^fr p-gij-Lo ,jl£ Lo^ VIII. 35. 

[21, 682], where the & is a subst. for the [second] o (IYJ, 
according to those who pronounce it to be from Joo , 
aor. (X*oj> (M) ; i. e,, clapping of hands and making a 
noise, whence ^J^j *Xa viLy !*M XLIII. 57. [below], 
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a. e., Lo, thy people [Kuraish (K, B)] clamour, and cry 
out, at it ; one of the two o s being transmuted into ^ : 
this is the saying of AU : ( a ) iu<X*ii' is zXjUi'S , [being 
orig. &>JuaS , then by incorporation *<X*aS , ] like xJLsU 
expiation and *Lu diversion ; but, when the second e> is 
converted into ^ , incorporation is impossible, from the 
difference of the two letters (IY) : (i) o^jJj [I ate 

$ s *9 

endive (IY)], from SLclxJ endive (M), which is a delicate 
herb, according to what ISk transmits, on the authority 

5 * * 9 

of I Ar ; whence, says As, the world is called SL&UJ : ( a ) 

its o. /. is o^juJo ; but they substitute a ^ for one of the 
g s, from dislike to the combination of [three] c s (IY) : 
(/) ootXi&t) and oul^^o [below] (M) : they say ( a ) v^><Xso3 
j^lsnJ! 7 rolled the stone down, aor. ^Jas^t , inf. n. 
slJ^o and & I Jus^ , quasi-pass. ^tX^Ju* i£ roZW cfozwi, i. e., 

ao#t)jo*> , quasi-pass. aj^do (IY), a ^ being substituted 
for the [second] 5 ( Jh) : Dhu-rRumma says 

As rocks roll down jrom the mountain ( Jh, I Y) ; and 
Abu-nNajm says 

As though the sound of her hurried swallowing were a 
stone that thou hadst rolled down Jrom stones : while their 
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saying JousJt n^d^o for what the black-beetle rolls 
together indicates that the o. /. is ojojj&a : ( B ) ouuo^-o 
[below], for o^n.-g-o meaning 7 said *lo *lo "Hush! 
hush!" [187], i. e., "i?e silent", the ^ being a swfcsJ. for 
the a , from dislike to the reduplication (IY) : (k) ^J^S 
[for viLs"K* (IY)] pZ. of dy&> (below) (M), according to 
what AZ transmits, the [second] J being followed by 
two ,5 s , the first a subst. for the ^ of vJ^X* [683], which 
becomes a ^ in the pl n because the letter before it is 
pronounced with Kasr ; and the second a subst. for the 
[third] J > because of [the heaviness of] the reduplica- 
tion (IY) : (I) -.U> pi of p^Jp [below] (M) dark, as 

0?0'Oo' , . 7 7 7 • 7 • * \" ' 

_«^up c>aJ meaning intensely dark wght, ong. ^a^U^ , 
where, disliking the reduplication, they substitute a ^ for 
the last ^ ; and, this ^ being then combined with the 
one before it, they lighten [the word] by elision of one of 
the two l< s ; so that it becomes _Gs> , of the class of the 

defective [16] (IY) : (m) If^o register [332, 716], * CU> 
brocade [above], and JsLaj carat [278, 332] (M), or«#. 
(a) <jt.t> , the paradigm of which is JLxi , the ^ in it 
being a J , because they say oJ>^ 7 registered, and, in 
the dim., jjv).^ : if, then, it be said a Then wherefore do 
you not convert the ^ [of ,j!^t>] into ^ , because of the 
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^5 's occurring quiescent before it, on the principle of its 
conversion in Oyy* and v^jlc [above] ?", the reply is 
" Because that would lead to destruction of the object : 
for, disliking the reduplication in ^!^o , they change 
[the first ; into & ], in order that the two letters may be 
different ; so that, if they were afterwards to change the 
[second] ^ [into ^ ], saying ^Lp , they would revert to 
[a reduplication] such as what they have fled from : and 
besides the ^ is not inseparable, being only substituted 
for lightness, since they say C( H*I;^ > restoring the ^ , 
when the Kasra is removed from before it ; so that it is 
plain to you that this ^ is not inseparable ; because, in 
some circumstances, it return to its o. /. ; though some 
say <jo.Lo , making the subst. inseparable": ( q) lo , 
that being indicated by their saying ^jobo [above], 
with the v^ , in the pi., as though they disliked redupli- 
cation [in the sing.], and therefore changed [the first ^ 
into <5 ] : (y) Jb| j> , where, because of the heaviness of 
the reduplication, they substitute a ^ for the first s , 
that being indicated by the pL iLjJi [278], where the 
appearance of the * is an indication of what we have said 
(IY) : (n) sl>-yi curd (M), coagulated milk, the water of 
tvhich is extracted (KF), orig. y^i , like i^Q (IY) ; and 

^Ujj [377] (M) a dungeon [belonging to AlHajjaj 

139 a 
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(Jh, KP) Ibn Yusuf (Jh)], and a burrow, den, [orig. 

u-Lo ,] the ^5 being substituted for the [first] * (IY) : 

according to him that says y»£j& and ^^oCS [above] 

(M) in thepl (IY) ; (o) the saying of the poet, [describ- 
ing a wild cow in search of her calf ( Jsh),] 

[below] (M) She stood in it (the ZmJU patch of ground), 

seeking with all inquiry, tXibJU-M in the shape of the 
£>ass. part, being a miml inf. n. [333], and joined a calf 
Zi&e tAe light of the asterism called AlFarkad (Jsh), by 

which one guides oneself (KF), where he means oJLoj?! 

[689], but dislikes the reduplication (IY) : (2!) JjlwCil 

[248, 253] (SH), orig. [j^M [248, 274], because it is 

pi. of (jIa^M (Jrb) ; (a) ^ul may bepZ. of (a) ^^1 , in 
which case the ^ is not a subst. for the ^ : so says Mb : 
(b) ^L^l , [by conversion of the ^ into ^ (K, B on 
XXV. 51.),] its o.f being ^^bl [above], which also is 
used ; so that it is like ^\y\b [248, 274], pi. of ^l^Js 
[237, 385] (R), the b. f being J^Jb [250] (K). As 
for the c , the u> , the ^ , and the e> , they are [some- 
times replaced by the ^5 ], as in (1) the saying 



" 
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[below] (R) And many a watering -place, which has no 
sides pi eventing any one from coming down to it, but to 
which every one is able to come down from all of its 
sides, and the frogs of whose main part have croakings ! 
(Jsh), where the poet means £OUL*3 , but substitutes the 
,5 for the £ by poetic license (IY) : (2) the saying 

[682] (R), by Abil Kahil AnNamir Ibn Taulab al Yash- 
kuri, describing a female eaglet, named &a£ Ghubba, 
belonging to the Banu Yashkur, She has bits of flesh 
that she dries, of foxes, and a little of her hares (MN), 

• « • 'IS 

where the poet means ^JLxiJI and Lg-oKI ; but, being 
constrained to make [the ^ ] quiescent, which is not 
possible for him, he substitutes for the v_> a ^ , [which 
is] quiescent in the position of the gen. [16, 720] (IY): 
(3) the saying 



• G"/o£ 



t^oL* d^-?l* <j**^» s ^*V i * JL*s sjl^I JL& Lo lot 

[below] (R) Whenever four mean unmanly fellows are 
reckoned, thy husband is fifth, and thy father sixth 
(Jsh), where the poet means ^L* , but substitutes a 
^5 for the u* by poetic license (IY) : (4) the saying 

^JUJ! |jj^ ^U^ ^> tXi # e^5 est' £;) ^ ^'M? 
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[below] (R) My father and my maternal uncle shall be 
a ransom for thee } Zur'a! Two days have passed, and 
this is the third ; and thou carest not for the desertion 
(Jsh), where the poet substitutes a ^ for the second & 
[of viJLill (Jsh)j, as though he disliked the cat. of yJll 
and J-G [674] (IY). But ^ulil , ^QiS [and ^M], 
^aLJf , and ^uJl are weak (SH), because unheard 
from trustworthy Arabs (MASH). And sometimes 
the ^5 is substituted for the _ , as s^a-^ anc * s*aju& for 

iL^lo [684] and slliuA (R). It is [therefore said by A 
to be] substituted for eighteen letters, (1) the I , as in 
^>.Aj>Lax> and p+\± [above] : (2) the ; , as in ^jyh\ [above] 
and the variations [of the inj. n. (Sn)] thereof, [as ^yu 

9 O S O ' 

and ^yw (Sn)] : (3) the Hamza, as in ^ for ^[642, 
658]: (4) the s in oot\#o and u^-y^-g-o [above] : (5) the 
u* in ^Jl tX& Lo 6f [above]: (6) the o in ^j^M and 
^JLiltl [above] : (7) the^ in Jol^xS and )l^y£ [above]: (8) 
the ^ in (a) ^bl and ^\^b [above] ; (b) ^kla.2 [above]; 
(c) as IA1 holds, ^1£>' ^ II. 261. [above]; (d) JlLi 
[above], orig. J&$ , because of their saying wOUa [18] 
and loL\> [278]; (e) ^Ll>! , with the ^ , for ^Ci| 
wcm ; (9) the ^ in ^Uibl ^a^lt [above] : (10) the ^ in 
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[above] (A) IFAen the generous hasten to the noble deed, 
he hastens tvith the swoop oj the falcon, when the falcon 
a contracts his ^ wings (Sn), i. e . f ^CjT u^b' , [taken 
(Sn)J from ^Lial , [this being pronounced a taking, 
not a derivation ; so that the objection that an aug- 
mented inf. n. is not derived from a more augmented Is 
averted (Sn)]: (11) the J in ^f [above] : (l 2 ) the 
in^Jl V/\\£ [above], where, says IAr, the poet means 
% : (13) the £ in (a) ^fj ^ [ above] . (b) ^ 
[above] : (14) the o in ^ [above], o^. fc^J (A) . 
and so in ^J^ltf : Fm says in the Msb « '*!) ^J^r 
I applied, and &«*«*, m^T/ f ^ sm% to ' ^ ^ ? , 
orig. ^3^S ^then changed for lightness " (Sn) : (15) 
^ o in e J, ^ Jj^jt [above] . ■ (16) ^ ^ 

in e Jf p & [aboveJ> ; e ^ ^ ; (17) the ^ ^ 

e Jl^^[684], i. e ., ^ ^ ; (b) ^ 
*I. of ^^ [above], orig. ^CS (A):YH says « so 
that the tf f the j* is elided, and the [last] then 
converted into ^ and analogy requires J^* 

of this should be said on A's sayiog « orig. &&» 
.[below]: but this is correct only when the tf f ^£ 
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and ^SlLo [with Tanwin _Go and JlC« ] is single ; not 

when it is double, as the ^ of ^l^o is marked in such 
correct Mss of the KP as I have seen : nay, [in 
^U> and ^Kjo ] the quiescent ^ is the ^ of the pi., 

[being a subst. for the ^ of -^uo and eJ^Co , which 
becomes a ^ in the />?., because the preceding letter is 
pronounced with Kasr ;] while that which follows it is a 
subst. for the _ [or J ] (Sn) : (18) the J in {S S%jo pL of 
dyfio [above], orig. ^LS%^o [above] (A). 

§. 686. The ; is substituted for (M, SH, A) three 
letters (A), (1, 2) its two sisters [697] (M, SH), by 
which are meant (IY) the I and ^ (IY, Jrb, A), because 
all [three] are letters of prolongation and softness (IY) ; 
(3) the Hamza (M, SH, A). As for its substitution for 
the I , it is in one case, vid. where the letter before it is 
pronounced with Damm [below] (Aud), whether it be in 
(1) a v. (Tsr), as in *j^j and v;r^ [below] (Aud): (a) 
their o. /., before they are put into the pass., is **b 

trafficked with [683], sivore allegiance to, and t-^C* 
plight ivith [490] ; but, when you put them into the 
pass., you pronounce their initial with Damm [436] ; 
while it is impossible for the I to remain after a Damma, 
because the letter before the I is pronounced only with 
Fath ; so that the \ is converted into ^ , for homogeneity 
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with the vowel of the letter before it (Tsr) ; (b) the 
Revelation has l^gix ^^ U VII. 19. What was hidden 

6 O • 9 

from them [683] (Aud) : or (2) a n., as in o^j-o dim. of 
o>Lo [below] ; if the I be not second, converted from a 

o • 

^ , as in uu meaning [canine] tooth, [Jang,'] in which 

case it returns to its o. /., vid. the ^ , as ^^aj [278] 
(Tsr). And, as for its substitution for the & , it is in 
four cases, (1) where the ^ is quiescent, single, and [in a 
sing. (I A),] not in a pL (Aud), [and is] after a Damma 

G J 

(IA), whether it be in (a) a n. (Tsr), as in <j*iy> [278] 

O » G b* O o* 

and wu^c [278, 682, 699] (Aud), orig. ^jJu* and w^-yo , act. 
parts, [of v ^Jb! was cer£at?t and ~w*o! u'as wm q^(A)] 
from ^xib certain and ^-u*o easy, the ^5 in both being 
changed into ^ because occurring after a Damma ; or (b) 

a v., as in ,jJ?jj ts certain and y*^ is well off (Tsr) : (a) 
the yg must be preserved [from change (Tsr)] if it be 
(a) mobile, [because by means of the vowel it resists 

G *9 

change (Tsr),] as in *U# (Aud), i. e., says Jh, most 
violent thirst, and delirium from love, and a distemper 
that seizes camels, so that they wander about the land, 
and do not graze (Tsr) : ( 8 ) incorporated [into its like 

Oaf 9 — *• 

(Tsr)], as in oa+s» (Aud), pi. of ^dSI^ [247], where the 
^ is not changed, because the incorporated and [what it 
is] incorporated into are equivalent to one letter, the 
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tongue removing them with one movement, for which 
reason two quiescents may be combined when the first is 
a soft letter, and the second is incorporated [663], as in 
iob [665], because the softness and prolongation of the 
first [quiescent] letter are like a vowel in it, while the 
incorporated [letter] is like the mobile [663, 731] ; and, 
since that is so, the [preceding] vowel [Damma] does 
not succeed in converting the incorporated ^ into . : 

O « 9 

but this .ex. [ ud*^ ] is also excluded by IHsh's saying 
" not in a pi" [above] ; and the [best way to obtain an] 

9 O } 

excellent ex. is for you to form a [sing.'] like ^U^ [384] 

Oo/ 9 « 9 

from *aj , saying ^Lu , [the ^ in] which, for the [first] 

reason that we mentioned [in the case of l^a^ ], is not 
transformed (Tsr) : (y) in &pl. : but in this [case (Tsr)] 
the Damma [occurring before the single ^ in the pi. 
(Tsr)] must be converted into Kasra, [because of the 
heaviness of Damma, ^ , and the pi. (Tsr),] as in the 

[JjtiJpZ. of Jotil and *ilx.i L 243, 249, 710], like *+& wan- 

dering about, [pi. of pj&\ and ^U^p (Tsr),] and ^d-u ivhite 

(Aud), pi. of u^juI and iLd^ ; or of another [measure], 

9 9 ~s 9«> ^ 

like Iojld pi. of k3U , on the principle of Jy> pi of jvu 
[247], k3lc being the she-camel that does not conceive 
[718], pis. hi* and &yk [247] (Tsr) ; (2) where the ^ 

* 9 * 

occurs after a Damma, and is the J of (a) J*i [468, 476], 
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like J^ Jt _jj jHozu intelligent the man is! and ^j» W7ia£ 
a good judge he is /, [with Fath of their first, and Damm 

of their second (Tsr),] i. q. sLjjI Le , i. e., &JUL&I , and 

«L£3| Lo (Aud), i. e. x+X^I , orzgr. (S ^j and (5 xii from 

v^w^gj I forbade and ouudif I judged, the ^5 in them being 
changed into ^ because occurring after a Damma (Tsr) : 
^b) a n. ending in a [fundamental, inseparable] & [266] 
{Aud) of femininization (Tsr), with which the word is 
formed [from the very first, and which has not been 
previously elided (Tsr)], as when you form from ^c, a 
[n. ending in 5 (Tsr),] like SjJJLo [333], [with Damm of 
the o (Tsr),] in which case you say y^o [with the . , 
orig. iLyc^o , the ^ being changed into • because occur- 
ring after a Damma (Tsr)], contrary to [what happens 
when the s is affixed after the formation of the word, in 
which case the Damma must be converted into Kasra, in 
order that the ^ may be preserved, as in (Tsr)] such 
[formations] as SLylyi inf. n. un. of ^^ flagged [336] : 

G > * * 

for its 0. j., before affixion of the S , is ^I^j with Damm 

[of the ^ , because it is of the cat. of JxUj , since ^G 

m/. n. of ^lyj is (Tsr)] like jLu,(So [with Damm of the ^ 

(Tsr),] inf. n, of J.~Kj was sluggish ; but its Damma is 
changed into Kasra, in order that the ^5 may be pre- 
served from conversion [into ^ (Tsr)] ; and afterwards 

140 a 
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the H supervenes, to import unity [336] ; while the trans- 
formation [of the Damma into Kasra (Tsr) remains in 
its state (Aud), the predicament [of the J ] not being 
altered by restoration of the Damma to its original 
place, and change of the ^ into ^ , because that would 
lead to the occurrence of an inf. n. ending in a • pre- 
ceded by an inseparable Damma [721], since the adventi- 
tious S , being virtually separate [266], is not taken into 
account (Tsr) : (c) a n. ending in the [aug. (Tsr)] I and 
<j , as w T hen you form from x>s [a name (Tsr)] on the 
measure of ^1*1** Sabu'dn [with Damm of the ^ (Tsr)], 
the name of the place about which Ibn Ahmar [or 
rather Tamlm Abn Abi Mukbil, according to the correct 
opinion (Tsr),] says ^Jl ^JT;C<> £ 5)1 [236] ; in which 
case you say ^y<>) Ramuwun (Aud) with Damm of the 
C > orig. ^llo/ , the ^ being changed into ^ because 
occurring after a Damma : (a) you may, however, say 
that, when a [n.] like ^C^h [237, 250] is formed from' 
yi , then ^bjl [685, 723] is said, the letter before the f 
and <j being given the predicament of what occurs as a 
genuine final, like [the J of] ^ [685] : while this 
necessarily requires that, in the like of ^Uy* from ^ 
[above], J^^ol should not be said, because, in the para- 
digm of <L1* [368] from ^ , it is not allowable to say 
°yl , since we have no decl. n. ending in an inseparable y 
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after a Damma [721]; but the Damraa must be con- 
verted into Kasra, in order that the ^ may be preserved, 
so that you say *% [724] ; and similarly <jCy*i must be said, 
by transforming the vowel, not the consonant : so says 
the author of the Aud in the Glosses [on the IM] (Tsr) : 
(3) where the ^ is the J of (5 -Ui with Fath of the vj , 
when a substantive, not an ep., as ^yu piety, reverence 
[689, 725], ^y& [272], [i. q. Jlc , as s'l^I Ai Thou hast 
its like, or match, i. e., aJUx , transmitted by IJ (Tsr),] 
and <<yci [248] (Aud), ortgr. UaJ , b^i , and Ua- , because 

* O y y > O y y * y 

from v=*aa5 / feared, reverenced, vs*j~d / 50?cZ, and v^Ui 
/ was youthful, the ^5 in- them being changed into . to 
distinguish the substantive from the ep.; while they 
appropriate transformation to the substantive in particu- 
lar, because, beiDg lighter than the ep., it is more 
tolerant of heaviness (Tsr) ; (a) IM [in the CK (Tsr)] 
and his son [in the C (Tsr)] say that Gil, Sa'yd, [a 
name (Tsr)] for a [certain (Tsr)] place, [a district in 
AlYaman or its immediate neighbourhood, by rule, says 

IJ, k£jx*» (Bk),] and L^ for the [nice (EM)] odour ) and 

* O y 

UiJb [with Fath, says Th (Jh),] for the young of 

>a • y-0^0 >yyyo-* 

%^y 1 MJ| £&e i0i7d cow, or bovine antelope, are 
anomalous : but [this requires consideration, since (Tsr)] 
the first, [vid. Lc^w from ^juw striving (Tsr),] may be 
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transferred from an ep. [4], like Lyi* and L><Xo [725], 
ferns, of ^v.y^ [250] and ^b<Xo thirsty (Aud), the 
sounding [of its <^] true being retained as an accompani- 
ment after its being made a name, as F explains (Tsr) ; 
while the second, [vid. Lj^ from ^ (348) (Tsr),] is said 
by the GG, [S and others (Tsr),] to be an ep. wherein 
the quality of substantive predominates [149], the 0. f 
being Lm SLsjoK a fragrant odour , i. e., filled ivith per- 

fume ; and the third, [vid. LutL from ^Uiis inordinate 
wickedness (Tsr),] is more often pronounced with Damm 
of the lo [below], so that perhaps they retain the sound- 
ing [of the ^3 ] true as an accompaniment when they 
pronounce [the is] with Fath for lightness (Aud) : (b) 
thus they criticize IM ; and the author of the Aud follows 
them : but afterwards he says in the Glosses " It has 
since appeared to me that IM's meaning [by ' anomal- 
ous '] is anomalousness in usage ; for I have read, in his 
[own] handwriting, a marginal annotation here { The 
substitution of the ^ for the ^ , when a J of {S ixi , is 
not to be taken as a precedent, because there is no cause 
[for it], while it necessarily involves increase of heavi- 

sO z 

ness'": (c) various spellings of Liis [272] are trans- 
mitted : As says " with Damm of the io [above], like 

11L" ; while Th says "with Fath of the h [above], 

* © *" 
on the paradigm of ^5 j£*u " ; and AU says " with Fath 
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of the io , and Tainvln ": so says ISd (Tsr) : (4) where 
the ^5 is the £ of ^JLxi [718], with Damm [of the o 
(Tsr], when (a) a substantive, like ^^ happiness, 
[i. q. w^b (Tsr),] an inf. n. of wylL was happy (Aud), 
aor. l^faS (Tsr), like ^^L [272, 331] and J$ } [272] 
(K, B on XIII. 28.); or Tuba, a name for Paradise 
(Aud), whence ^ Jo s^ui the tree oj Paradise (Tsr) : 
(a) the meaning of dU ^^ Mayst thou be happy ! or 
Happiness be thine! is U^fc^ Lx~* owx^>l Mayst thou find 
good jortune and happiness!', while the [syntactical] 
place of ^^-^ is the ace. or ?iom., as in dU Lxi? or w^ > 
and dU Le^U* [41] or piL* [25, 28], its tAvo places being 
indicated to you by the reading of ^ to (j-**^ I^J JjJd 
XIII. 28. Happiness be theirs, or May they find happi- 
ness, and beauty oj abiding -place ! [718], with the nom. 
and ace. ; and [in the construction w 7 ith the ace] the J 
denotes explanation, as in vdJ LiLw [41, 62, 504] (K) : 
(b) an ep. acting as a substantive [in not being preceded 
by a qualified, and in being put immediately after the 
ops. (Tsr)], which is the ^xi of jiiT [272,355], like 
Jj>kJI *Ac happy state, or K/e, ^^XIM the shreivd 
woman, and ^^sJI £&e grood woman, ferns, of vI^JLT 
[718], JL2l i and jlu [351] (Aud), ns. of superiority 
acting as prim, substantives (Tsr): (a) what indicates that 
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they are acting as [prim. (Tsr)] substantives is that the 
Jkjtit of superiority takes the pi. J^cli! [249], as JuoU^I 
the learned and j&'SS the great, [pis. of J^dii) I and j.aS'^I 

(Tsr),] like Jriif pi. of j&f [249] (Aud), which is a 
prim, substantive : (6) the o. /. is ^aaIJI , ^^^uJCJj , and 

<5o^J| with Damm of their initial ; but the ^ is 
changed into . because quiescent and preceded by a 
letter pronounced with Damm (Tsr), as in ^yo and 
yA*yo [above] (K on XIII. 28.) : (c) if ^JUi be a pure 
ep., [i. e., preceded by a qualified (Tsr),] its Damrna 
must be converted into Kasra, [in order that the ^ may 
be preserved fioro conversion into 5 , to distinguish the 
ep, from the substantive (Tsr)] ; but no instance of that 
has been heard except [two words (Tsr),] ^y^ SUmJ? an 

iniquitous division, i. e., 80U wrongful, [from &jl=» s*L3 
deprived, or defrauded, him of his right, aor. sva^j , i. q. 
aib* *a1=2u diminished to him his right and xlJLfr nUL 
wronged him (Tsr),] and ^Xjl^ LlAx an elegant, ar 
affected, gait, i. e., ivhercin the shoulders move [272, 718] 
(Aud), from &A*ko ^ ^L*> meaning moved his shoulders 

in his walk, orig. ^y^o and ^^ with Damm of their 
initial, the Damm^ being changed iuto Kasra in order 
that the ^ may be sounded true, as in ^0-0 pi. of u4*M 
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[above] (Tsr) : (d) this is the language of the GG : but 
IM [in the Alftya (Tsr)] and his son [in the C (Tsr)] 
eay that before the g of {S Ui , when an ep., the Daniina 
may [either] be preserved, the ^ being converted into ^ ; 
or be changed into Kasra, the ^ being preserved : so 
that you say ^j&l the happiest or v5 a^IsJ! [below], 
^AvjXJ! ^Ae shreivdest or i5 ^aXJI , and ^y^-M ^ narrow- 
est or ^iyiLM (Aud), from vacillating between conformity 
with its masc. [by retention of the ^5] at one time, and 
observance of the measure [by retention of the Damma] 
at another : (e) this differs from the language of the 
GG, S and his followers, in two respects, (oc) that IM 
and his son allow two forms in c5 JUi when an ep. : 
whereas the GG decide upon one of them, saying that 
the <5 [occurring as the g] of .^Ixi , when a substantive, 
is converted into ^ , as ^^ and ^j?\ while, in the 
ep., it is not converted, but the letter before it is pro* 
nounced with Kasr, so that the ^ is preserved, as * t1 * 
<5yA-o and ^5X1^ iLu^c : (g) that the GG mention the 

Jem. of JjtiiH in the ca£. of the substantives [718, 725]; 
and assign to it the predicament of the substantives in 
retention of the Damma and conversion of the ^ into 
y : whereas IM mentions it in the cat. of the eps. ; but 
allows the two forms in it, unequivocally declaring that 
both are heard from the Arabs : (/) Shi says " No instance 

■ 
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of this [formation] occurs [with its g] converted, except 

the ^JLxi of Jkxil ", [apparently regarding ^xi as an ep> 
throughout case 4] (Tsr) : (g) Makwaza alA'rabi reads 

l^jJ ^io in XIII. 28. [above], pronouncing the Jb with 

Kasr [in the substantive], in order that the <^ may be pre- 

served, as \jo^ [above] andL&x*x> [333,710] are said (K). 

Its substitution, (1) for the t , is (a) [obligatory (SH)] 

in such as (a) Lfyh [18] (M, SH), pi of Jb^li [247, 
278, 383] (Jrb) ; and s!n^ (M, SH), dim. of w ; U> 
[278, 682] (Jrb) : i. e., in [the ultimate pi, and the dim., 
of (E) such as (IY)] jUb and j^U [above] (IY, R), 
like v^Lo and *ili> [373] ; and J^Li and JL&U , like 

Jy»L& and .bLL* [377] : for, whenever you mean to form 
the dim., or [ultimate] broken pi., from any of those 

{n$.~] 7 you convert its t into ^ , as y.j^ and \^^y6 
[above], ^^ and *3l^ [247], J^b^ and Ju5t^£ , and . 
)a*j&j**i and kjuL*» : ( oc ) the cause of its conversion in the 
dim. [278] is obvious, vid. the fact that the letter before 
it is pronounced with Damm [above]: (3) as for its 
conversion in the broken pi [247], it is by conformity 
with the dim. : for, when you say v;'r^ anc * H?* 3 * 
[above], there is no Damma on the ^ and ^ necessitat- 

ing conversion of the I into ^ ; but, since you say |*^=* 
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in the dim., you say *5[^> in the broken pl. } which is 
made to accord with the dim. in this [conversion], 
because they follow one course [247, 274, 279], this 
broken pi. being treated like the dim. in many of its 
predicaments, in that the sign of the dim. is a quiescent 
<5 third preceded by a Fatha [274], and the sign of the 
[ultimate] broken pL is a quiescent I third [256], pre- 
ceded by a Fatha, while the & is the sister of the I , as 
above shown ; and that the letter after the ^ of the 
dim. is pronounced with Kasr [274], as is the letter 
after the I of the [ultimate] broken pi [256] (IY) : (6) 

^+}jiyb [below], dim. of <_>lwy4 [278], inf. n. of y Jl*6 [332, 

685] : (c) (L^T and ^ f [247, 278, 661 j (M), which they 

treat like pi!^ and jv^i* [above], since the substitution 
is obligatory, because of the combination of two Hamzas 
(IY) : (d) C* )y U [above] (IY, R) and vl ;r 4i (R), where 

you convert the I of the [act.] v. ^La [and u>%L£3'] into * , 
according to the rule mentioned [above], because the letter 

8 

before it is pronounced with Damm (IY) : (e) &yL\ 
and 1s^* [294, 300] (M, SH), and the like \rel. ws.] 
from the abbreviated (IY), where the ! third or fourth 
[300] has the ,5 of relation affixed to it, in which case 
you convert the I into 5 (R), whether the I be [converted] 

from a ; or (5 (EY, R), because of the occurrence of the 

141a 
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double <5 after it : (oc) the reason of its being converted 
into . , and the reason of this ^ ! s not being converted 
into I , notwithstanding its being mobile and preceded by 
a letter pronounced with Fath, have been explained 

[300, 684] (R) : (f) ^tpl [229, 639], du. of J[ [500], 

• * * 
when [used as (IY)] a name (M) ; and similarly ^t^jJ 

[229], ylyil , ^y| , and ^[ , dus. of ^63 [205], \S>[ 
[204], whether [an adv. of] time or place, SM [559], and 

Lot [543, 544], when you name a man by one of these 
things : and so, if you made one of them a name of 
a woman, and then pluralized it with the | and ^ , you 

would say ot^ , ^>'^i [ 23 ^]i an( * the like: (a) the 
cause of the conversion of such [ I s ] as those into ^ is 
that they are original, neither aug., nor substituted ; so 
that, since they have no o. /. to which they might be 
restored when mobile, nor has Imala been heard in them 
[639], the predicament of the ^ is assigned to them, and 
therefore they are converted into ^ when they need a 
vowel: (q) if it be said u Since they are original, not 
substituted, why is their conversion into ^ not disal- 
lowed, because they have no o. /. as ^ or ^ ?", the answer 
is that the matter is* so, except that, when these words 
are used as names, they are translated to the predica- 
ment of ns. : so that what is predicated of the I s in 
those n$, which it is not good to pronounce with Imala, 
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such as Ukc [626, 629] and Iks sand-grouse, is predic- 
ated of their ! ; and, as you say ^\yo^ [229] and ^\y^3 , 

so you say ^\^}\ and ^jUJJ : and somewhat similarly, if 

*■■ *■ *■ 
you named a man \^y6 [482], you would inflect it, saying 

uufl \d& This is Darab, U^ v^u K / saiv JDarab, and 
u>j-*dj \&sjjq I passed by Darab, although, before use as a 
name, it is not invaded by inflection [402, 403] ; so that, 
as \^y6 , when used as a name, is transferred to the pre- 
dicament of ns. } and is therefore infl. [194, 206], so ^'1 , 

^5<3J , and Lot , when used as names, are transferred to 
the predicament of ns. y and their ! s are decided to be 
[converted] from the ^ , since they are original, and 
Imala has not been heard in them (IY) : (b) weak in 
[such as] jjtit for ^1 viper [in pause] (R), [where] 

some of Tayyi say P*^» with the ^ [for ^^^ ] (M on 
§. 643) ; (a) Fazara and some of Kais convert every^final 

\ , whether for femininization, as in C5 J-^ [248, 272], or 
not, as in ^JS [401, 671, 673], into ^ [in pause] ; so 
say the GG ; but IH makes that peculiar to the I of 
u such as {S ^^ " [643, 685], which is not proper : (6) 
the reason why they convert it into ^ is that the I is 
faint ; and becomes plain only when you put another 
letter after it, vid. in the state of continuity, where 
cyour beginning to sound another letter makes the sound 
of the ! plain, even though it be faint : whereas, when 
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paused upon, it becomes so extremely faint that yon 

think it to be non-existent, for which reason a^ya [648] 

and sL^ L [54] are said, with the I of silence [615] after 
it; so that in pause they substitute [for it] a letter 
homogeneous with, but plainer than, it, vid. the & ; (c) 
it is only for the object mentioned, vid. plainness, that, 
in the state of pause, which ought to be lighter than 
the state of continuity, they tolerate the heaviness of the 
^ , which is heavier than the I ; and also because the 
letter before it is pronounced with Fath, which some- 
what lightens the heaviness of the & : (d) this is also an 
excuse for the conversion of the ! into Hamza [643], 
although it is heavier than the t : (e) T a yyi leave it, in 
continuity, in the same state as in pause, saying ^i I 
with the ,5 in both states : (/) some of Tayyi convert 
the t into ^ [in pause], because ^ is plainer than ^5 , and 
plainness is intended : for the I is [sounded] farther in 
the mouth than the & , because it is [emitted] from the 
throat [732] ; and after it the & , because it is from the 
middle of the tongue ; and after it the ^ , because it is 
from the lips : (g) the & is more frequent than the ^ , 
in the dial, of Tayyi, in such a position, because the 
lightness suitable to pause ought to be observed 
together with the observance of plainness : (h) those 
who con vert, the ! into ^ [in pause] leave the ^ , in conti-^ 
nuity, in the same state as in pause, all of that being 
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because continuity is treated like pause [647] : (i) the 
reason why the ! is converted into & or ^ is that the 
three resemble one another in prolongation and width 
of outlet (R on Pause) : (2) for the & , is (a) [obligatory 

G 9 9 

(SH)] in such as (a) ,jiy> (M, SH) and y^yo [above] 

y y y y * o y 

(IY), ^iySo [above], and Jsy (M, SH), orig. jkxj (Jrb), 

pass, of Jaju» [482] (IY), from SJm [332], whence ^Ikx* 
[377] 4 (Jrb) ; vid. where the ^ is quiescent and unincor- 
porated, and is preceded by a letter pronounced with 
Pamm (M, R), and followed by two or more letters 

[below], except in such as ^L^jo [249], and <s &^ an d 

-*■ 9 9 

igy&o [above] (R) : (oc) if the ^ in ^y* and >^c become 
mobile, or the Damma before it be removed, the word 
reverts to its original ^ , as in the dim. ^j^^o and v^oa* 
[278], and the broken pi. J^aili and U*\l* [252] (IY) : 
( B ) our saying " [and followed by] two or more letters " 
[above] is to guard against such as (jo-u [above] (R) : 

9 ° * 9 

(y) as for y^sjjya [above], the ^ in it is a subst. for the 
<5 substituted for the ! of J^Ili ; while the last ^ is a 
subst. for the I of JbLi [332] (IY) : (b) ^il sparing, 
taking compassion on [725] (M, SH), orig. llib , [a 
quasi-inf. n. (KF)] from &Al J£\ spared him, i. q. 
au-Lfc [J)slx\ took compassion on him, from t Jb remained, 
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as though he desired him to remain (Jrb) ; and gJU 
[above], from ^5 [689] (IY) : (c) ^1 [294, 301] (R) : 
(b) [anomalous, weak (SH),] in such as (a) ^0 yo\ \d& 
auJL^ 27us xs a matter accomplished (M,SH), orig. ^ytL** 

2 y 

(R f Jrb), from {S ^a [below] (Jrb), the last ^ in it being a 
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subst. for the ^ , which is a J in v^uyax> (IY), because 
it is from ^^.jOy aor. c5 *i*-> (R) : (0) [ ojot+JU *^o| yo ] 
J&Jt ^ ^ [-He is (M, R) a strong enjoiner of good 
conduct (IY, R),] a strong forbidder of bad conduct 
[685] (M, SH), which is from J1& I forbade (IY), 

S Is 9 o >• 

[being] oW#. ^^ (R, Jrb), from ^^i (Jrb), as though 

the <5 were converted into ^ in order that *£> might 

9 9 ^ 
correspond to ^0 1 ; whereas, if they converted the * 

9 > ^ 
[of Jjjw ] into <5 , the Damma would be turned into 

2 t* 2 • 

Kasra, and ^gJ would become ^^ [722], which would 

not correspond to *y*\ (R) ; and \y&js v^ow& / drank a 
purgative (IY, R), which is the medicine that moves the 
stomach (R), from oul&* I moved, because the laxative 
necessitates motion : ( a ) they change the ^ into ^ , 
because they mean the formation J^tS ; and therefore 

dislike it to be confounded with the formation Jouti ., 

2 ^ 2 -* 

[as would happen] if JLgJ> and JjLuo [722] were said (IY) : 

(c) SjUs* (M, SH), for juU> mf n. of p-^^J' ^^^ 
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1 collected the tax (IY, R, Jrb) : (oc) [the assertion] that 
the [last] . of LclJ* is a subst. for the ^ is said to require 

O S*-^ ' * 9 O «"* ' 

consideration, because one says yoSM CS -U ojuw I accom- 

w 9 _ 9 o ** ' 

plished the matter, inf. n. ^^uo [above], and &yajo 
Jt y T ^JLfc , inf. n. ^a* ; and similarly [the assertion] 

9 ^ _ <* 

that the . in SjU&> is a swZ>s£. for the <^ , because HjU^ 
and &Aas* are two cKaJ. vars., since Jh says in the Sahah 
" [Ks says ( Jh)] ^o^J I ^ XJ I v^uuj* / collected the 
water in the trough or cistern and j£ja?> ", the tn/. n. of 

•• 9 o • in 9^o 

the first being, it is said, {S ^ , and of the second sy^ ; 
and Jh also says "_ LioJl oju&. , tn/. n. abu^ , and 
auyxs* , inf. n. S^Ls*": so they mention;* but it is [a] 
feeble [argument], because, from the [mere] use of the 
two [forms], it does not necessarily follow that both are 
o. fs n since substitution may be recognizable [in one of 
the two forms] here by the paucity of [its] usage [682] 
(Jrb) ; and [R says that] the whole are anomalous [sub- 
stitutions of ^ for ^ ] (R). They say %&;£ and &oj-£ as 
dims, of 1^ thing and ,jj^ eye, respectively, converting 
the <5 in them into ^ : but the chastest [practice] is to 

© * 9 O^O" 9 

say fc (5 Jui and &Ua£ with retention of the ^ , and Damm 
of their initial; though Kasr of their initial is allowed in 
the dim. [274, 721], on account of the & , in order that 
the. consonant and vowel may be conformable, one to 



( 1318 ) 

another. And of this class is their saying ix*y6 and 
oo^j as dims, of &*a<6 real property , or estate, and o^aj 
£en£, house, respectively : whereas the form adopted in 

. Os *s 9 G o^> 

them is &xaju3 and owaaj , as in a verse by AlKhalil Ibn 
Ahmad that I have had recited to me 
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//" tAere be not a kid for thee, vinegar and olive-oil will 
suffice thee ; or, if there be not this, nor this, then a frag- 

ment of bread, and a little tent (D) ; or [ Rxjuuo and] 

s 

vLIjo [274, 721] (Jh, KF), -with Kasr of the initial, as 

O 6 s O "* OS 

also in the cfoms. of ^sa^ [274], *.xc ass, fc^xo [above], and 

their likes ( Jh). This [retention of the & , however,] is 
not obligatory, which is proclaimed by H's saying " the 
chastest"; and therefore his reckoning that [conversion 
of the (5 into ^ ] among the " mistakes " [which the D, 
by its title " The Pearl of the Diver on the Mistakes of 
the Distinguished ", professes to expose,] is an excess of 
language. And IM distinctly declares in the Tashil 
that the c before the letter [ & characteristic] of the 
dim. is made into a ^ , (I) necessarily, if it be an I con- 

verted from a ^ ; so that you say v^ as dim. of uu 
[278] : (2) allowably, though less approvably, if it be a 

O Os 9 C '> 

^5 or an I converted from a ^ : so that #>4,y& and v^ 
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are allowable as dims, of *>a2 and ^Jj> [278]. And* 

similarly &jJ^o and c*^> [above]. And what H dis- 
allows ia allowed by some, who transmit it from the KK,, 
saying " They say %^y^ as ^iwi. °f ^s^" • so that what 
H mentions is of no account (CD): Or ^\£y& 1S a weak 
dial. var. } on the authority of Idris Ibn Mushr, the* 
Grammarian (KF). The substitution of the ^ for the 

O^ 9 

Hamza [685] is (l) [allowable (R)] in such as &^*> 

Q ^ 9 Qs& ♦ 9 ■£■ 9 

[642]^ jp£. ^y*> (M, SH), oregr. &j^ and ^^ with 
Hamza : (a) the ex. is said to be a blunder, because the 
composition ^t^ is neglected irLthe language, and thus 
the c in &>+=> is not known to be ong. Hamza : the 

9' 9 

author of the Sahah says " And io.^ with Damm is th¥ 

9 o ^ G t 9 

inf. n. [331] of the ^y^ intensely black, [pi. ^^ (Jh),] 
of horses, [like iu^c dingy whiteness and &i\j Wight bay 

G" 9 $s 9 

color ( Jh)] ; and iu^. is also the R3^. of the perfumer 
[below]: and they are seldom pronounced with Hamza", 
where his saying "they are seldom pronounced with. 
Hamza" obviously means the reverse of what is. men- 
tioned by [Z and] IH, because Jh, makes it orig, 
mnsound [in the £ ], and the Hamza in it a subst. for the 
^: (b) "the &j^> of the perfumer" [above] is his x°'^ 
small round box ( Jrb) : (2) necessary in (a.) [such as: 
(MASH)] J^ ; | I believe [661]: (b) such, as JljCU- 

142a 
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[230, 726], according to the most recognised [usage] ; and 
L\)\j+L [248] ; and v5jtp^ [304] (R). [On the substitu- 
tion of the y for the » see §. 687.] 

§. 687. The ^ is substituted for [four letters 
(IY, A),] (1) the j , [necessarily (SH, Aud),] in ^ 
[16, 667] (M, SH, Aud, A), according to most (A), alone 
(M, SH), the p not being substituted for the ^ except in 
*i , but this substitution being obligatory (R), lest [the 
• be elided, so that (R)] the infl. \n. (Jrb)] remain uniL 
[below] (R, Jrb), according to what has been mentioned 

[278] (Jrb) : (a) its o. f. is y [16, 306] (IY, R, Aud, A),* 
like —j* crowd (A), its g being a ^ , and its J a « (IY), 
as is proved by [its broken pi. (IY, Tsr)] *\j*\ (IY, R, 
Aud, A) and its dim. *j^i [275] (IY), because the. 
broken pi. [or the dim.'] restores things to their o. /. 
[260, 278] (Tsr), and by a^i I ivide-mouthed and oJtytf 
I opened my mouth (R) ; and its measure being Jju with 
Fath of the first [letter], and quiescence of the second 
(IY) : but the 5 [that occurs in it, being assimilated to 
the unsound letters (IY),] is elided (IY, R, Aud, A), as 

9^ O «*■ 

the unsound letters are elided from such as &* and ^ 
[231, 260, 275, 719] (IY), on account of its faintness 
(R, Tsr), for the sake of alleviation (Aud, A), because 
this word is sometimes pre. to the pron., in which case 
ail* would be said, which would be deemed heavy (A) ; 
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and, when the I is elided, the n. remains of two letters, 
the second a ^ , and the first pronounced with Fath 
[below] : while its retention in this state would lead to 
conversion of the ^ into I [684], on the principle of [the 
conversion in] Ls-t and ^^ [719], because of its being 
tnobile with the vowels of inflection, and preceded by a 
letter prouounced with Fath ; and, this I being elided, 
as in I vife [643, 683], because of the concurrence of two 
quiescents, upon affixion of Tanwin to it, the deal. n. 
would remain unil. [below], which is not found (IY) : 
and [since, according to what has just been mentioned, 
the n. requires the ^ to be retained (IY),] they substi- 
tute the * for the ^ (IY, R, Aud, A), because the j* [is a 
aound letter, on which the vowels are not heavy ; and 
(IY)] is from the same outlet as the y [732] (IY, Tsr), 
both being from the mouth ; and has in it a nasality 
akin to the softness of the ^ : (a) if it be said " What is 
the proof that the ^J is pronounced with Fath [above] to 
the exclusion of Darnru or Kasj ?", the answer is a The 
[common] pronunciation testifies to that " : and then, 
if it be said " AZ transmits *i and *i , with Damm and 

Easr, for ** ", the answer is "That is not common in it; 
and the decision is [based] only upon the most frequent 
[pronunciation], which is Fath, Damm and Kasr being 
rare, of the cat. of blunder, the explanation of which is 
that, seeing [the vowel of] the o in this n. vary, when 
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the n. is pre. [otherwise than to the & of the 1st pers.], 

as JjJ !t>jo 27^5 i5 <% mouth, e)U coK / sat(; thy mouth, 

and ^XjJu ^syjo I passed by thy mouth [16], they treat it 

in the same way when the n. is aprothetic : (b) as for 
the saying of the poet [Al'Ajjaj (AKB)] 

[0 would that it, by which he may have meant aUJL5"c& 
word that was to be spoken, had issued from his mouth, 
so that the kingdom might return to its owner, and its 

rtghtjul claimant !, i. e. ? says Jh, &X&\ ^ and &ib» 
(AKB)], it is related with Damm and Fath of the o , 
together with doubling of the * : — as for the Damm of 
the o , the answer to it has been given above : and, as 
for the doubling, there is no foundation for it in the 

word, because they say for its pi. al^i t , and for its dim. 

Gos9 ' ° ^OlS So/) 

xju£ [above], not A+h I [below] nor *a*£ ; but the explana- 
tion of it is that they double the * in pause, as they 






double [the final] in Jot^j and oJU* [640]; and that 
continuity is then treated like pause [647], as in UoJL T l 
and ll^ll [640, 647, 648] (IY) : (c) if Ji be pre. [to 
an explicit n: or a pron. (Tsr)], it is returned to the 
o. /., [vid.'the ^ (Tsr),] as [ Jo^ f h ZaidJs mouth and 
(Tsr)] Jjy thy mouth [below] (Aud, A), because prefixion 
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restores things to their o, fs. (Tsr) : and the substitution 
seldom remains, as in [the saying of the Prophet (Tsr)] 

viiljt ^h if* Jufda^ s-^I ^\SaS\ ^ \Jyi&J Assuredly 

the perfume of the mouth of the faster is pleasanter to 
God than the odour of musk (Aud, A) and the sayingr of 
Ru'ba [Ibn Al'Ajjaj (UN)] 

*+* ^sxJ t ^J £ Lib f*** 

[16] (Tsr), where ^ LJb is i. q. ~>uJxfc , which thus occurs 
in some "places (MN*) ; but F asserts [in the Baghda- 
tilyat cited below] that the * is not retained except in 
poetry, which is refuted by the preceding tradition 
(Tsr) : (b) Akh says that the * is a subst. for the s 

[below], its o. /. being 5^5 , which, being transposed, 
becomes ^ , whereupon the ^ is elided, and the s made 
into a *; and, in proof of that, he cites ^Jj lilj U*> 

[below], which, according to him, is like v>J| U&|JUb" S 
[153] in restoration of the elided [ ^ ] by poetic license 
(R) : (c)"as for [the explicit n. in] Jy [above], it has three 
states, (a) severance from prefixion, where the ^ must be 
clianged into * from the impossibility of eliding or retain- 
ing it, because by elision the decL n. would remain unit. 
[above], which is not allowable, since the inflection 
rotates only upon the final of the word, so that it does 
not rotate upon a word whose final is its' initial ; "while 
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retention would lead, when [the n. was] pronotmOexi 
with Tanwln, to the combination of two quiescents, [on© 
of which would have to be elided,] so that its case would 
be ultimately reducible to [the decl. n. Y] remaining 
unil. : (b) prefixion to the & of the 1st pers., where it 
has two dial. vars. : — (a) the more notorious of them is 
^ [130] in the three cases [of inflection] : by analogy, 
it is orig. <^.i , like ^dJsmy morrow', then ^U [684], 

because of the ^ 's being mobile and preceded by a letter 
pronounced with Fath : but since, in what is infl. with 

vowels, [like J^kk , ] the custom runs that, when it i# 

pre. to the ^ , [as in ^ki , ] one is confined, out of all 

the [inflectional] vowels, to Kasra [129], [which is then 
put not for inflection, but] for affinity [to the ^ ] ; while 
here the c is like an inflectional vowel, the ^ being like 
Damraa, the & like Kasra, and the t like Fatha[16]; 
therefore the ^ is made obligatory in the three cases 
[of inflection] before the ^ of the 1st pers., in place of 
the Kasra [of affinity], although the [latter] Kasra is not 
inflectional, by assimilating the Kasra [of affinity], 
which, according to IH, is not a sign of inflection or 
uninflectedness, or, according to [some of] the GG, the 
uninflectional Kasra, to the inflectional Kasra, because 
of its adventitiousness, as the uninflectional Damma in 

Oos £ is assimilated to the inflectional, so that the } and 



( 1325 ) 

I are put in its place in ^ttX^ b and ^jj<Xj) v. [*8] ; and 

[as] the uninflectional Fatha in J^ 5) is assimilated to 
the inflectional, so that the ^ is put in its place in 

^IjL^ ^ and J^-Uuo y [99] ; all of this being because of 
advent itiousn ess : and therefore, since the ^ , which is 

c 

an p in ^ , becomes assimilated to the inflectional [ ^ ], 
and what is before the inflectional ^ in the six ns. [16] 
is pronounced with Kasr, therefore the o in ^ is pro- 
nounced with Kasr : ( 8 ) sometimes ^ [1 30], &*i , and 
jov jvi [above] are said in all the states of prefixion, as 
^J| 5 v^j^vJ Is [16] : (y) the first [diaZ. ra?\] is more 
correct and chaste, because the cause of the need for 
change of the ^ into * , upon severance from prefixion, is 
fear of elision of the £ on account of the [concurrence of] 
two quiescents ; whereas, in the state of prefixion, there 
are no two quiescents, since there is no Tanwln in the 
pre. [110, 609] ; so that the change of the ^ into - is more 
properly omitted : (c) prefixion to [an explicit n. or a- 
pron.~] other than the ^ of the 1st pers., where the more 
recognised [practice] is to inflect it with consonants, as 

mentioned [16] ; but 0u\ *i [or &+i ] occurs, as above 

shown : ( oc ) the poet has combined the * and . , saying 

pjl \Jj£ U*r> [231, 233, 306], which is a combination of 
the subst. and original, [vid. the ^ and ^ (AKB)]; but 
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some endeavour to excuse it by saying that the * is a 
subst. for the * [above], which is the J put before the c. 
(R on IH upon the Genitives) : ( B ) thb constructive* 
meaning of the first saying, as [shown] in [the Kitab- 
(IKhn) alMasa'il (IKhn, BW, HKh)] alBaghd&dlyat 
[above] by F, is that the poet, by poetic license, prefixes. 
*i with the j. substituted for its g^asin v^cJ! ^y 

k+i [above] ; and then puts the ^ , which is an £ , though, 
the * is a compensation for it ; so that this is a combination, 
of the subst. and original, by poetic license, which combi- 
nation we sometimes find among their methods, as JLH 
*J| iv^JJl L> [56], where the poet combines the premoni- 
tory p. [551] and the two p s which are a compensation,, 
for it [52] : and, according to this account, two poetic 
licenses are combined in U-g.-^+i f prefixion of *i with the 
* , its predicament being that it should not be pre.. 
therewith ; and combination of the subst. and original r 
but I say that prefixion of ^ with the * is chaste ; and 
is not a poetic license, this being refuted by the tradition 
#J\ (V^LliT fS ojJ^J [above] : (y) as for the second 
saying, it [evidently coincides with the saying of Ath. 
recorded in (b) above ; but, according to AKB,] looks 
like the opinion of S, who, in the chapter on Relation,. 
tHe name of which, according to him, is the chapter on 
*£&:$? , says the following words: — -"As for *j >two 
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letters have gone from its o. /., because it is ong. s^i; 
but they substitute the * in place of the } , [in order 
that it may resemble the aprothetic ns. of their language 
(S);] so that this ^ is equivalent to the c , like the * of 
*o , being retained in the n. [through its variations in 
the gen. and ace, the rel. n., and the du. (S)] : and 
therefore he that leaves ^ in its [curtailed] state, when 

o + 

he forms its rel. n. [306], leaves *$ in its [curtailed] 
state ; while he that restores the J to *,> restores the c to 
*i , putting it into the place of the J . as they put the - 
into the place of the c in ,*i : the poet says >>J I Ua3 Up % 
and they say ^\y+$ [231] (AKB) ; so that you restore 
[the elided letter] in the rel. n. % as you restore [it] in 
the du. [231], and [in] thspl. with the ^ [234], forming 
the [rel.'] n. [with it], as you dualize with it, except that 
the rel. n. has more power of restoration (S), for which 
reason he that says ^Li has the option of saying, at his 
will, ^y+* or (5 *i ; while he that says ^y* says ^^ in 
every case [306] ": this is the language of S : (S) F in 
the Baghdadiyat, although he does not report the 
opinion of S there, reports another mode of accounting 
for L^j+3 , saying " It is said that AlFarazdak substi- 
tutes a -» for the £ , which is a y , as it is substituted 

when the n. is aprothetic ; and then substitutes a ^ for 

143 a 

- 
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the a , which is a J : and that substitution of , for a 
[686] is not strange, its permissibility being indicated by 
[the facu] that they are [sometimes] interchangeable in a 
single word, like R^d^ [306], the J of which is judged 
sometimes to be a , because of their saying sLis. [275, 
311]; and sometimes to be y, because of their saying 
l\jl* [234, 244, 275, 311] " : (c) IJ holds L* 4 ^i to be du. 
of Ui [below] with abbreviation, saying on #J] |<Xa~* L> 
[233] that Uaj! may be an abbreviated n., like 1«aa [16] ; 
and that ^Jf LiAj U# occurs accordingly (AKB) : (d) ** 

has [ten] dial. vars. : (a) the most notorious and 

chaste of them is (c:) inflection with consonants in pre- 
fixion to [an explicit n. or apron.] other than the ^ of 
the 1st pers. [16] ; ( B ) Fath of the ^J , together with a 
single * , in the state of severance [from prefixion] ; and 
(y) change of the ^ into ^ upon prefixion to the ^ 

[130]: (b) the 2nd, 3rd, and 4th are *.i , with the o 
triply vocalized, and the J elided as forgotten, unre- 
strictedly, [i. e., in the three states (oc- — y) just detailed,] 
together wifch change of the ^ into *: (a) the triple 
vocalization of the o is founded upon [the fact] that, in 
the state .of prefixion, the ^ , for which the * is substituted, 
is converted into t and ^ [in the ace. and gen. respect- 
ively], for which reason the o is then triply vocalized 
in the three cases [of inflection], not for inflection, [but 
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for affinity] ; so that, in the aprothetic state also, it is 
allowed to be triply vocalized otherwise than for inflec- 
tion : (o) tiie 5th, 6th/ and 7th are Ui , with the vj 
triply vocalized, [and the I ] abbreviated, unrestrictedly, 
[i. e., in the three states (oc — y) detailed under the 1st 
var.,~\ as though it were a combination of the subst. 

and original, or the * were a subst. for the J put before 

^ • s ^ * 
the c , as above mentioned [in (c, c, oc)] ; so that U4J ^i 

is du. of l+i [above] : (a) the 8th and 9th are *i , with the 
* doubled, unrestrictedly, [i. e., in the thiee states (cc — 7) 
detailed under the 1st tw.,] and the o pronounced 
with Pamm or Fath, as in v>J| Jo L^aaJ U [above] : (a) 
IJ says " It is a poetic license, and is not a dial. var. " : 
{ g ) it is as though the two * s were substituted for the 

£ and J ; and the pi is pUi! [above] : (e) the 10th is 
making the o imitate the * in the vowels of inflection, 

as ,vi ItX^ 2%w is a month, Ui c^ol^ /saw a mouth, and 
^ ^l c^JoJ J ZooZ;ecZ a£ a mouth : (oc) it is as though 

the state of prefixion without a * I mean Aj 

[above], eJLj , and >iLi — — were considered here : ( g ) 
sometimes the vj of %^o also is made to imitate its inflec- 
tional letter [in its vowels], as %ya , %^o , and ^ ; while 

%9 Off 

the £ of ^J and pXj\^ imitates the inflectional letter, by 
•common" consent [16] (R on IH upon the Genitives) ; 
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(2) the J [of determination (IY, SH, A), where its sub- 
stitution is weak, occurring (SH)] in the dial. (M, SH, 
A) of some of the Arabs (IY) of AlYaman (A), [e. g.] 
of Tayyi [599, 667, 668] (M, SH), as in^JT^T^ JJJ 
[599] (M, R), transmitted fiom the Apostle of God by 
AnNamir Ibn Taulab, who is said to have transmitted 
[from the Prophet (IY)] nothing but this (M) tradition 
(IY) ; while the poet says ^JT ^r^ ^ t 5 "] ( Jrb ) : 
but, notwithstanding that [tradition and verse], it is 
anomalous, not to be copied (IY) : (3) the ^ (M, SH, 
_Aud, A), (a) regularly (IY), necessarily (SH, Aud), 
when [it. occurs (M, Aud)] quiescent before a o (M, R, 

Aud, A), as in ^ [677] (M, SH, A) and *Tui (M, 
SH) having sharp, serrated, canine teeth (MASH), 
fern, of v^JL&l (Jrb, MASH), and Jo ^ from Bakr 
(IY), whether the ^ and ^ be (Aud) in one word or 
two words (R, Aud), as waJw^ [above] and *juoj **+*> 
XXII. 74. All-hearing, All-seeing (R), [and] as euuJlJt 

L#Ul& I XCI. 12. When the most wretched of them arose, 
[i. e., of Thamud, vid. Kudar Ibn Salif, or he and those 
who abetted him in the slaughter of the she-camel, be- 
cause the Jutit of superiority, when you prefix it, is applic- 
able to the sing, and pi. (B),] and uiju J^t XXXVL 
52, [182] (Aud) : (a) IM indicates that by his saying 
u And before a c_> convert [below the ^ when it i4 
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made quiescent, into ^ (Tar), like IJujI co ^o [below] " 

(IM), i. e., 1Wioso cuts {thee), do thou surely cast out 

(from thy mind, and reject), where the I of I jco! is a 

subst. for the single corrob. ^ [614, 649, 684] (IA, A) : 
(6) that [conversion] is [only (Tsr)] because articulation 
of the quiescent ^ before the v_- is difficult, from the 
difference of their outlets [732], together with the 
incongruity between the softness and nasality of the ^ 
and the rigidity of the ^ [734] (A, Tsr) ; so that, when 
the ^ occurs quiescent before the ^ , it is converted 
into * (Tsr), the * being exclusively distinguished by 
that [substitution] (A), because it is from the same 
outlet as the ^ , and is like the ^ in nasality (A, Tsr) : 
(c) there is no difference in that [respect] between the 
[ ^ (Sn)] detached [from the o , by its being in one 
word, while the ^ is in another, notwithstanding their 
concurrence (Sn),] and the attached ; and IM has com- 

bined the two in his saying " like !<Xo! ,»o v !^" [above] 
(A) : {d) it is written as a ^ , but pronounced as a * 
( Jrb) : (e) they often term change of the ^j into * " con- 
version ", as IM does [above] ; but it should rather be 
termed " substitution", because of what I made known 
at the beginning of the chapter [682] (A), vid. that 
technically " conversion " is only in the unsound lettei 
or the Hamza (Sn) : (b) weakly (SH), anomalously 
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(Aud, A), without a o , when the <j is (a) quiescent, ag 
in J^io*.^ for jLkJL^ [254, 677] : (6) mobile (A), as in *Uj 
(SH, A) for <jLu (Jrb, A), which are the [fingers or 
(KF)] finger-tips (Jrb), in [such as (Ami)] the saying 
[of Ru'ba (M, R, MN, Tar, Jsh) Ibn AlAjjaj (MN 
Jsh)] 

(M, R, Aud, A), meaning xJl* C [58] (Tsr), JJdZa, 
the [proper (Tsr)] name of a woman, possessed of the 
lisping speech, and of thy hand dyed in [the tips of 

(MN, Jsh)] the fingers (MN, Tsr, Jsh) with henna 

' •* ° 
(Jsh), orig. yUJ! (Aud), the p being substituted for 

9 y o >- 9^o>- 

the ^ (MN, Tsr, Jsh), as in .ut [above], JJa+^ , etc. 
(MN), for observance of the rhyme (Jsh), anomalously, 
since it does not precede a ^ (Tsr) ; and in *iJ| &Ab 
J^jjfjJ^ God disposed him to good (M, SH), trans- 
mitted by ISk (IY), i. e., ^lL> (IY, R, Jrb), from kjub 
disposition (IY, R)/, (oc) the converse of that, [vid. 
substitution of the ^ for the ^ (Tsr),] occurs in their 
saying [in describing hair (Tsr)] ^U o^l Wac£, dusky, 
or?>. jlsLs [688] (Aud, A) : (4) the v in (a) ^>u> <^lo 

(M, SH, A), transmitted by As (IY), for ysJ v^tCf ; 
[with Fath of the o and quiescence of the dotted ^ , 
as in the KF (Sn),] which are [thin (Jrb) white (IY, R; 
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Jrb)] clouds (IY, R, Jrb, A), that come before tlie sum- 
mer (IY, R, Jrb), rising high in the sky (R), the ^ 
being the original (Jib), because *iao is from ^L^o 
(Jrb, A) : (a) IS says that it is [taken (IY)] from ^U^j 
vapour, exhalation (IY, R), because the clouds are from 
the u c^\ ^l^ vapour, or exhalation, of the ground', 
and, according to this, the ^ is original, and the ^ a 
subst. for it (IY) : but IJ says that, if w£vx v^Lo wete 
said to be from ^\^c i. q. (jUo cleaving^ from the text 
v=»t^c *** ^aJI ^5^'; XXXV. 13. ^I/icZ thou seest the 
ships in it cleaving [the water by their running (K, B)J, 
it would not be improbable (U) : (b) sometimes they say 
it with the undotted — , as though it were from ^s\^ 
sea, because the clouds are from the vapour, or exhala- 
tion, of the sea (IY) : (b) Cj\ } ^J } Lc [ JST(IY) Ijjt JL1 
(IY, A)] I have not ceased to be constant (M, SH, A) 
to £fos (IY, A) matter, transmitted by IA1 (IY), i. e., 
lZs\j [below] (1 Y, Jrb), from v_>3^ , inf. n. w o\ , i. q. v^aS 
teas constant (Jrb), the ^ being a sufal. for the ^ , [as 
is deducible] from the frequency, and versatility, of the 
l_> , since you say uJ; [above], aor. ^o , ac£. part. 
^'t^ [682], i. e., s^olj constant ; but do not say j. , aor. 
|Jo , in this sense : so that the ^ is the original (IY) : 
(a) AASh says that Ijjo {S U. Cs!^ Jj) Li is for [2>U 
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[above], i. e., UjjLo keeping, the + being a svhst. for the 

w , because li\ like uj\ is not said : but IJ says that 

the * admits of being original, from &+3\ , which is a 
thread bound on the finger to remind one of a tvant, and 
is also a kind of tree : the poet says 

SAa?Z the multiplicity oj what thou enjoinest and the. 
tying oj the Ratam indeed profit thee if she care for 
them ? : for, when one of their men meant [to go on] a 
journey, he would betake himself to two branches of two 
trees near one to the other, and tie one of them to its 
fellow ; then, if he returned, and saw the two branches 
tied together in the, same state, he would say that his 
wife had not been unfaithful to him ; but, if not, he 

would say that she was unfaithful (R) : (c) fif^ [xi»!% 

/ saw him (M, Jrb, A.)] from a near spot (M, SH, A), 
according to ISk (A), transmitted by Ya'kub (IY, R), 

for s^Z? i. q. l^ (IY, R, Jrb, A), where the ^ ought 
to be original, and the ^ a subst. for it, because ^Ji5^is 
[the crude-form] generally employed, as wo if I siJLJ v^jjtfi OS 
The matter has drawn near to thee and ^SS ^ *Uj He 
shot him from a near spot, i. e., uj^s ^ (IY) : (d) the 
saying 
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Sol&o ^A^c LjiLw v^sOLo 
L4JLJ L£juw> -Am^oo ^%> oJLXaw I |^£^ 

TAen s/ie hastened to her sheep, hurrying , persevering, 
until she drew water enough for gr^Zps &e?o*«; ^e &e?wZ 0/ 
for necX', meaning, [says IAr (M),] Ldb (M, A), £>?. of 
5Lol3 i. q. SL^^ £i*?p (IY). The [reason why the * is 
used as a subst. for these four letters is that the] - and . 
[and i_> ] are labial ; while the * is akin to the J and ^ 
in being vocal, and [intermediate] between rigidity and 
'laxity [734] (R). 

§. 688. The ^ is substituted for [four letters (A),} 

o s 

(1) the y , [anomalously (SH),] in <^l*lo and ^jU^j 
,[311] (M, SH, A), rel ns. of tUli and *fl^ (R, A), 
orig. ^U^o and ^*l^ [311], because the Hamza [sub- 
stituted for the I] of feminization [263, 683] is converted 
into j in the rel n. (A) : (a) by rule the rel. ns. of *Ul^> and 
tl^ should be ^Ua* and ^I^j , as you say ^J } sCa 

• from iAjgx* [304], and ^LliLL from tZllxL [247, 273, 
.330], substituting a y for the [ottj.] Hamza, to dis- 
tinguish it from the rod. Hamza (IY), as befoe 
explained [304J in [the chapter on (A)] the Relative 
•'Noun (IY, A); but they say Jjlili and V^' [311], 

• irregularly : (b) authorities differ about th?t (IY) :- 

141 a 
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(a) according to S, the ^ is a subst. for the 5 (IY, R\ 
as though they said ^U-Lo and ^L^? [311], like 
^!^.«a„o [above], and then substituted a ^ for the • 
(IY), because the regular form is ^^IxLa , like J^C*^ 

from i|w4^ [304] : while the ^ and ^ are akin, because 
of the nasality in them ; and also [because] both are 
between the rigid and the lax, and are vocal [734] : (6) 
Mb says " Nay, the Hamza of * iUi is orig t " ; and 
adduces, as evidence thereof, its return to the o. /. in 
^UuLo and ^IrfJ (R) : (<0 some say that the ^ is a 



* * <> - 



subst. for the Hamza [below] in *L*jlo and ^Uj (IY, 
Jrb) ; but the first [opinion] is the most correct (Jrb): 
(c) the opinion of S is preferable (IY, R', because there 
is no affinity between the Hamza and the ^ (IY, R, 
Jrb), since the ^ is from the mouth, and the Hamza from 
the farthest [part] of the throat [732] ; whereas the ^ is 
akin to the ^ (IY, Jrb), and is therefore substituted for 
it (IY) : (d) they make the ,j a subst. for the ^ , not for 
the Hamza of femininization, in order that the rel. n. of 
the n. containing the [aug.] Hamza may be treated in 
one way as respects conversion of the Hamza into ^ 
(Sn) : (2) the J , [weakly (SH),] in J^f(M, SH, A), 
for J*J [537] (M, A) ; and \$S *^I*i ^ $ No, but thou 
hast done such a thing, for jo [545] (A) : (a) it is said 
[by some] that (R) the ^ is a subst. for the J , [the o. /. 
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beings JkjJ (Jrb),] because JuJ is [more (R)] frequently 
[and generally (IY)] used (IY, R, Jrb) : while the ^ 
approximates to the J in outlet [732], for which reason 
(a) the <j is incorporated into the J [749, 751], as v^jJ 
LaIsx Ls»! *jjj ^c IV. 44. And will bestow from, Him* 
self a great reward (IY, Jrb) ; and (b) the ^ of protec- 
tion is elided with the J in {S XjJ , as with the ^ in ^t 
and ^[170, 671] (IY) ; (b) it is said [by others] (R, 
Jrb), [and] I [myself] think (IY), that both [forms] are 
original (R), [i. e.,] that they are two [separate] dial, 
vars. (IY, Jrb), because there is little variability inps. 
(IY, R, Jrb) : (c) the poet says ^J\ {S ^X^> L Us [696. 
A] : (d) the reason why IH predicates " anomalousness " 
of the first two [exs. cited by him in this section], and 
* weakness " of the third, is only that what is meant by 
" anomalous " is what is " contrary to analogy ", although 
it be agreeable with the usage of chaste speakers ; and 
by "weak" what is "contrary to the usage of chaste 

speakers" (Jrb); (3) the r in ^1 for ^t , [with Fath 
ef their Hamza, and quiescence of their ^ (Sn),] denot- 

ing serpent ; and ,jJ>U> dy~A for pjU' [687] (A), pjU [in 
this phrase] being a corrob. of o^* I (Sn) ; (4) the Ham- 
za [above], <jU^ being transmitted by Fr for % Ll^ [384], 
what is what is used as a dye (A), The ^ in the <!>SUi 
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af-^-Ui is [said by B to be] a subsL for the Hamza [of 

*&w ], as the Hamza [in ill^ ] is a subst. for the t of 

^^L [263, 683] (S). As for the saying of Khl and S 

.that the ^ of the ^k%> whose /(3m. is C5 &i , like the ^ 

of (jl^X*** and ^L*i£ [250], is a su&st. for the Hamza of 

^iUi , what is meant by it is not this [technical (Sn)] 
substitution [under discussion (Sn)] ; but only that the 

,j alternates with Hamza in this position [after itaJ], as 
the J of determination alternates with Tanwln [262, 
609] (A), because the Hamza is for the fern., and the 
^ for the masc, so that they are not combined. But 
the unrestricted application of " alternation " to that 

[appearance of the <j in ^i^ti , and Hamza in ^iJlxi , ] 
is tropical, because alternating letters are in one word ; 
whereas what is here is not so, since the fern, of -jtJu* 
is <*>Xw with abbreviation, not &!*.£«* with prolongation 
(Sn). 

§. 689. The o is substituted for [seven letters (A),] 
(.1, 2) the j and ^ (M, SH, A), when [the ^ or ^ is] (a) a <J| 
[699] (M), in which case its substitution is (IY, SH).of 
two kinds, (a) regular (IY), obligatory (SH), in [ Jjoif 
and its variations (IY),] such as JjuM threatened [below] 
(M, S£L) and J^'$-\ [492], 0<sa* and &y£ , and tLJL<>[278] 
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and ^JLo , "where they convert the ^ into & , and incor- 
porate it into the ^ of JuJcil ; and similarly XliM entered 
[below] (IY): and [such as (M)] >^s\ divided into por- 
tions [below J (M, SH), frorn^L [368], where they sub- 
stitute a s& for the ^ , as for the ^ in Joul and ^yf! 
[above] (IY) : (oc) IH means every ^ or ^ that is a o 
of jicil [below], as [will be] mentioned in the chapter 
on Unsoundness [699, 701] (R) : (Q) IM indicates that 
[substitution] by his saying (Tsr) " The soft [letter 
(IA, A), i. e., the ^ or ^ (Aud, A), not substituted for 
a Hamza (Tsr)], when a o , is [necessarily (IA, A)] 
changed into *»> , [according to the chastest dial. (A, 
Tsr),] in jlixil" (IM) and its derws. (IA, A); and 
incorporated into the ^ of JLxxi I and its variations 
(Aud), vid. the [pret.* aor. f and imp. (Tsr)] v., and the 
act. and pass, parts. ; from tlie difficulty of articulating 
the quiescent soft letter together with the ^ , on 
account of the proximity of their outlets [732], and 
incompatibility of their qualities (A, Tsr), since the soft 
letter is vocal, and the ^ surd [734] (A); as, [in the case 
of the , (A), jUJl (IA, A),] j^ill [492] (IA, Aud, A), 
<J^;l> , J^j>f (A), -J^oXjo (IA, A), and kj JLaXe (A), 
From <jU; (Aud), orig. [ JLlsJj (IA, A),] j^lSjl (IA, 
A, Tsr), JLaS^ , ia^,| (A), jLaSjJ (IA, A), and 
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&* J^oiyo (A); and [similarly] tX*3l [above], from iXejj 

(Aud), orig. Juu^l ; the ^ being converted into v^> • and 

incorporated into the ^ of JLjOj I , because incorporation 

removes the heaviness (Tsr) : and as, [in the case of the 

<5 , nL*s| (A.), interpreted hy Frd as playing at hazard 

ivith gaming-arroivs, which our Master confirms, account- 
s' 
ing for its derivation from w*u by the statement that 

the heathen used to think that such playing would 
occasiou ^llS ease, opulence (Sn),] ~wJ>| [above] (Aud, 

A), y**zi , v-wJl , j-joo [278], and ^jcx (A), from ^j 
[above] (Aud), orig. [ ^L*ajI (A),]^:o| (A, Tsr), ~**;uu , 
7 mJCj! , vaaJuuo , and v*wJOye (A), the ^ being converted into 
^ , and incorporated into the ^ of Jl*xi I , from their 
anxiety for incorporation, because it makes two letters 
become like one (Tsr) : the poet [Tarafa Ibn Al'Abd - 
(MN, Tsr) alBakri (MN)] says 

/ £ ^ £ 

(IY, Aud), constructively oit t ^>Jy> LgJLc (J^LiS , -4n<2 
verily the rhymes, by which he means ocZes, enter places 
of entrance, jrom which the entrance oj needles hasbeen 
excluded (MN), orig. ^sUiy , from -j), entrance 
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(MN, Tsr) : and the [other (IY)] poet [AlA'sha Mai- 
inun Ibn Kais (MN, Tsr), satirizing (MN), intimidating 
(Tsr), 'Alkama Ibn 'Ulatha (MN, Tsr),] says 

(IY, Aud) ^4ucZ, i/" £/km threaten me, I shall threaten 
thee with the like thereof: and I ivill add the lasting, 

£7£mgr (toords) (MN), oWgr. ^Juty and Jjou. t (MN, 
Tsr) : (7) the reason why they change the o in that 
[formation] into ^ is that, if they retained it, the vowel 
of the preceding letter would play with it [from desire 
of homogeneity (Sn)] ; so that it would be a .5 [rad. or 
converted from a ^ (Sn)] after Kasra [685], an I [con- 
verted from a ^ or ^5 (Sn)] after Fatha [684, 701], and a 
3 [rod. or conve/ted from a <* (Sn)] after Damma [686] : 
and, since they see its liability to [perpetual] alteration 
because of the alteration in the [vocalic] states of the 
preceding letter, they substitute for it a letter that is 
constant to one form, vid. the o , which [they choose 
because it (Sn)], among the augs. [issuing (Sn)] from 
[.the fore part of (Sn)] the mouth, [vid. the lips, the 
central incisors, and the tip of the tongue (Sn),] is the 
nearest [in outlet (Sn)] to the ^ [732] ; [while they do 
not make the subst. a + (Sn),] in order that it may 
agree with, and therefore be incorporated into, the 
following letter, [vid. the ^ of J[lxl\ ]: (S) some GG 
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say that the substitution, [even] in the cat. of J^'l , 
[where the o is a ^ , ] is only fo: ^ , because the ^ is 

not retained with the Kasra in JLaiM and J^sl ; while 
the aor. and act. and pass, parts, are made to accord 
with the inf. n. and pret. (A) : but [the advocates of] 
the first [theory] may say that the doctrine that ^ is not 
retained with Kasra [685 (case 5)] applies only when its 
retention in perpetuity is meant : whereas here the case 
is not so; and therefore the ^ is retained, but then 
changed into ^ (Sn) : (e) "soft [letter]" comprises 
the . ,and & , as above shown : bub, as for the t [697], it 
is not included in that, because it is not a o [673] ; nor 
[is it, when original (Sn),] an g or a J (A), which is hot 
incompatible with its being an g or a J , when it is a 
subst., as in fe and J/ } [684, 703, 719] (Sn) : (£) some 
people of AlHijaz leave this substitution, and pronounce 
the o of the word according to the vowels before it, 
saying J^oXjI [685], aor. J0aj*L> [701], act. part. Jutajj* ; 
and jwb! > aor. ^ou [701], act. part, *.*oyo : and Jr 
transmits that some of the Arabs say Jl*o.x5| and ^mjSI , 
with [a second] Hamza, which is stLange [661] (A) : 
these two dialectic peculiarities are guarded against by 
A *s saying above " according to the chastest dial. " 
(Sn) : (77^ we have restricted the ^ and <* by saying, as 
in the Tashll, "not substituted for a Hamza ", to guard 
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against such as ^^ I [661, 702], inf. n. ^Ujcj I , and yJb f 
[699, 702] (Tsr) : (b) irregular (IY), anomalous (SH), in 
such as a^Jb* I (M, SH), oWgr. xy..)^ I because from J 5 
[above] (Jrb), as says the poet [Imra alKais (IY)] 

^ cs 1 ^^^^ * <^ c5^ c^ ,*'; v> 

(M, R) Many a marksman of the Bank Ihu'al, put- 
ting his two hands inside his lurking -places ! (MAR), 
lest the wild animals [see them r and] flee away (IY) ;. 

and sUot ^Xz* wji lie smote him, so that he made him 
fall in a reclining posture (R), orig. sK^t (MAR) : (a) 
numerous expressions [illustrative] of that [irregular 
substitution of ^ for the ^ when a o ] occur (IY) : and 
hence (R) they say (IY, A) *UsJ [408, 646, 671] (M, 
R, A) for »L=^ (MAR), JUi from &^ i. e., the location 

° x • ' 9 • , 

ttt /ro?i£ of everything, as <X^ sl^J> jjiU aSwo/i cm one is- 

9 * G 9 G -"J 

in front of Z'aid, i. e., sjcSdJi before him (IY); and ii>tjj> 

[278, 307, 408, 671, 682] (M, A), as §S\ &(£iV £>jiKs$ 
UJ LXXXIX. 20. And ye devour the inheritance with 

9 ' 9 O ^9 G^' 

wholesale voracity, orig. ^\js , JLxi from &S|^ (IY) ; and, 

9 o * , G 9 Q >e y 

the like (A) : and wLu (M, R), orig, s^^ (Jh), Jyjuj 
(IY) from ^U'J gravity, staidness (IY, R), as says the 
poet [Al'Ajjaj (S, Jh)] 

145 a 
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Then, if wear have become the cause of my gravity (IY), 
meaning ^Uj (S, Jh) : and J&& (M, R) incapacity and 
reliance upon another (Jh, KF), ^iUi from ^JSi I 
committed, deputed, delegated, aor. (P? (IY): and HuOr 
staff to lean upon [682] (M), the ^ being oW<;. a^ (Jh); 

and *AXs [307] (M, R), as *JUo J^ for &JLT ; , i, e., a man 

incapable, committing his affair to another, whence 

• 

Jui: commissioner, deputy, delegate, as though he were 

&JI Jj^yo commissioned, depicted, delegated) the root in 

them being one (IY) ; and SL^J [278, 646, 682] (M, R), 

a malady like cholera, from aJeU^ or ^^ , which ia 

pestilence (IY); and k+$'S suspicion (M, R), XJLxi from 

» • s a, y. * s *• % • • $ 

o^4->l i. q. ^^JuJb J thought, the [first] ^y [of o*a3| ] 
being a sw&s£. for the ^ , because it is from ^JjLf I ^ the 
/ancy 0/ t/ie mW (IY) : and SLuu (M, MAR), ,5^ 
[331, 686] (M, R), and slis (IY, R), respectively &Lxi , 
^JLxi , and &JL*i from ouJJj / guarded, or it? as cautious 
(IY) : and ^^i consecutively, uninterruptedly, or aS 
intervals (M, R), ^^Ili (IY) from kyjji (IY, R), i. q. 
£xA£o making consecutive, uninterrupted; though Lh 
says "There is no SoIjjo but amongst it is Sya an 

interval, as ^yxJ UJLm* UJL«s I pi' XXIII. 46. I%en TTe 
sent Ou)' Apostles at intervals " : it has two cfa#£ i>a«r*« 
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[282], Tanwln and omission thereof; and those who 
decline it is a diptote make its I denotative of femininiza- 
tion ; while, according to those who decline it as a 
triptote, the I is co-ordinative (IY): and jsl^J Penta- 
teuch (M, R), one of the Revealed Scriptures (Ii 7 ), from 
^producing fire (R), orig. i\ } ^ (IY), kil^ (IY,R) from 

dSJ\ &)) The jire-stick produced fire [699] (IY), because 
«JjLi5 [below] is extraordinary (R) ; and [similarly (R)] 
^JLs [693] (M, R), the covert of the wild animal, into 
which he ^JL* enters (IY), c Uy ( Jh, IY, Jrb on §. 693), 
says S (Jh, Jrb), because you hardly ever find Jjl&3* as a 
n. [in the language ( Jh)], whereas Jlco is frequent (Jh, 
Jrb), as says the Rajiz [Jarlr (Jh on \ju6 )], describing 
a bull [taking cover (Jh)] among thorn-trees, 

Making for himself a covert among trees of the hind 

called xjuo : the Bdd say that iUyS is &JLxa2 [above}, and 

^Jyf is J^juu [678] ; but the correct [opinion] is the first, 

because J^j is more frequent than J^ii among n5. : and 
according to us, if the Arabs did not convert the [initial] 

[of Slpjj] into ^ in St^y> , its conversion into Hamza would 
ensue, because of the combination of two . s , as in Jwcl:* 
pi. of LL0I5 [683, 699, 730. A] ; but, according to the Bdd, 
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that [conclusion] does not follow, because the o , accord- 
ing to them, is an aug. [678], not a subst. [for a rad. y 
serving as the o , so that there is no initial ^ to be con- 

G JS * s 

verted] (IY): and *!y> [253, 255] (R), the measure of 

s >- o s 

(T) which is [construed, says Kill, to be (Jh),] Ji^^i (Jh, 
T); its o. /. being Jjj , like >>Jy» [above] from ^J^ 

G -' 

entered ( Jh) ; while its derivation is from flS^ agree- 
meM, as though the child »*.*£ ,jL^' ^ p*'j a 9 ree ^ 
terciA another in coming, i. e., ^il^ (T>: and o&j (M) 
oZc£ property, vid. what was 6orn m £% possession, con- 
trary of o>Lb neivly -acquired; and JyJj> , vid. who was 
torn in the territories of foreigners, and then carried 
away tvhile young, so that he greio up in the territories 
of Allslam, from U^ birth (IY) : i ! b) a J (M), in (a) 
ZL] [277] (M, R), oWflf. 8,X? [234, 307]; but trans- 
ferred from JUi to Jli , like jis [646] (IY) : and [simi- 
larly (IY)] JLL [277] (M, R), ^Jl being ortflr. £1 [234, 
307, 667], on the measure of Joti , like pis pen ; and theij 
transferred to Jli , like £<L* [646] (IY) : («) thip final 
o in oIj , and in ^i.1 also, is a rad. ^ [below], exist- 
ing in continuity and pause [646] (D): [for] thesis 
substituted for their J s (IY>; and is not [really (D)] 
the sign of feminization [268, 277, 295] (D, IY), as is 
proved by the quiescence of the preceding letter (IY), 
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•because the letter before the H of femminization is [only 
(IY)] pronounced with Fath (D, IY), like the r in Ijcd 

Fatima and the s in S^sui [254] (D), the s being equi- 
valent to a n. joined on to [266], and compounded with, 
a n.; so that the letter before it is pronounced with 
Fath, like the Fath of the letter before the second n. of 

f • * s • • Si * * * ' 

oyy*-> and viLJou [215] (IY) ; unless it be an I , like the I 
in SliaS [254] and aUs [683] : and, since the letter before 

GO 9 °& 

the <sj in v^Jo and v^b>t is quiescent, and is not an I , this 
proves that the ^ in them is rad. (D) : ( 8 ) it is 
objected against H *s saying " is a rad. ^ " [above] 
that the & is [a co-ordinative] aug. [671], not a rad.; 
eo that there is no reason for what he mentions : but 
this is refuted by [the reply] that, by its being " rad. ", 
he means that it is a compensation for a rad. letter, vid. 
the J of the word ; or [that it is] quasi-rad^ because it 
is for co-ordination with such as gj^ [or JU3* ] (CD) : 

... ° ° 9 • £ 

(y) the sign of femininization in v^aj and ol£*I is their 
formation in these two shapes, and their transfer from 
their first formation [307]; and, for that reason, the 
shape and the S of femininization are interchangeable in 
oJo and jUjI [667], where the shape of oOj corresponds 
to the i of femininization in &jb I (IY) : (S) the dial. var. 
more often used is &o I , with which the Kur speaks in 
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&'/*? LL? ' 1^7*5 ^XVL 12 - ^ nc ^ ifary, the daughter 
of 'Imran, and in Shu'aib's address to Moses Jo, I J\ 
^ISli ^T &S^[ i^jdf ^f XXVIIL 27. FeWJy J 
iwsA to marry thee unto one of these my two daughters ; 
and to which the saying of Abu-1' Amaithal conforms, vid. 
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l+^JUt ^IxJo tftr^ l-gxjl£i 

[/ me£ Zainab, the daughter of the Sahml ^a re£. w. 

from Sahni, a clan of Kuiaish, and in Bahila also 

after a period, or time, when we ivere entering upon the 
state of pilgrimage, on the evening of the tenth of the 
first ten (days of Dhu-lRijja) : and I spoke to her tivo 
(words, one) of xvhzch was like snoiv upon, I e., with, thirst, 
and the other hotter than live coal (AKB)], where he 
means by the first "word" the greeting of arrival, and 
by the other the salutation of farewell (D): (*) Sf 
hsds the ^ in oOj and the like to be the sign of femi-' 
ninization, for which reason, says he, it is elided in the 
perf. pi. v^tli^l and ^lL [234, 307]; while the quies- 
cence of the preceding letter is because the \& is meant 
to be co-ordinative (IY) : (b) ^Z* [263, 277, 307] 
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(M,:R). where also the a is a subst. for , , because of 
the pi Z(£» [234], as 

^Ua* LjjLi ^1^ (5 iit # ^iix)^ ^XJlz* OJF ^3 ^1 (5;t 

J believe Ibn Nizdr to have shunned me^ and loathed 
me, on account of things whose course was uninterrupted 

[690] ; and is meant for co-ordination with Jut* , like Jo 
J?afcr and jJU ^mr (IY) : (c) lift [263, 277] (M), 
which S [307] holds to be ^ii , like JJi [272], orig. 
y£y)S , the j being changed into ^ [678] : so that 
according to him, it is a sing, n. importing the sense of 
the du. [117], contrary to the opinion of the KK ; and 
is not of the crude-form, bat [only] of the sense, of Ji" 
(IY) : (d) \yXx^\ (M, R), i. e., They experienced drought 
(IY), from [the crude-form of (IY)] 111 [234, 244, 260, 
265, 275, 306] (IY, R), according to those who hold its 

J to be a j , because of the sayings i \y^ 2Ll«, a hard 

year and ioU** xSj^Xx^, I I hired him by the year : the 
m is said to be a subst. for ( a ) the ^ , w r hich is a J : ( g ) 
a ^5 , because the ^ , when it occurs fourth, is converted 

into ^ , as in ooy&l [685, 727] ; and then the ^ is sub- 
stituted for the ^5 , which [opinion] is more agreeable 
with analogy (IY) : (e) ^\Sb [263, 277, 313] (M, A), 
orig. (jUiS [spelt by YH with Fathas (Sn)], because it 

4f 
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is [ Jaii J from &a\^\ oaaJo I was a second to the one r - 

[of the conjug. of ^ (Sri),] inf. n. ^ (A), i. e., I 
became with him a second: so in the Msb (Sn) : (oc) 
the ^ in it is a sw&s£. for the ^5 , as is proved by its, 
being from ouiaj J doubled, or folded, or &e?i* [313], 
because one of the taoo is doubled, or folded, or &cn4, upon, 
the other : ( 0) its 0. /. is ^ , like jJU [above], as is 
proved by their making its ph %\1$\ [307], like %\1>\ 
[307, 667] and fclilT [260, 307]; but they transfer it 

G ,* "• O c o © 

from Joii to Juti , as they do in v^jo [above] : (y) as for 
the ^ in Ja&\ [307, 313, 667], it is like that in jLvirf. 
c£u. of &ol [above] : wheieas jjluS is like ^Lxjo [above] 
(IY) : (j) ^< and doS [277] (M, A), orig. Expand klS 
[227, 277], because they say &a5^ ZjS wc^I ^ ^and 

iLo; xji [227] (IY, A) r transmitted from the Arabs by 
AU (IY), the I of femininization being elided ; and a \&* 
substituted for the [last (A)] & , which is the J (IY, 
A), of the word (A), by way of co-ordination, as in ,jUaj 

• * x ' ° • 

[above]: so that they say v^5 and oo3 : (oc) these- 
[forms] have three dial, vars., being uninjl. upon Fath> 

as <^xT and coi ; Kasr, as ouO and ^-><3 ; and pamuv 

as o^S" and coi : whereas JU5 and abi have only one- 
form, which is uninjl. upon Fath : ( Q ) if it be said . 



( 1351 ) 

u Why do you not say that the ^ is a subxt> for . , th« 
o. /. of aUJfbeing is^T, but the ^ being conveitcd into ^< , as 

» • O - -" 

in J^u** and v^y< [685, 716]? ". we say that it is not allow- 
able, because you would arrive at what has no counterpart 
in their language, which contains no word like s^a* 
[4, 685, 698], whose £ is a ^ , and J a ; (IY) : (y) [Jh, 
however, says in article t3 that possibly] the of. of os3 
is *jj upon [the measure of] J^ti , quiescent in the c ; 
the . being elided, so that ^o remains bil. ; and [its 
final] being therefore doubled, as [the final of] "Jf is 
doubled when you make it a name [275]; and the v^> 
being then put as a subst. for doubling : so that, if vou 
elide the ^> , and put the 5 , you must restore the doubl- 
ing; [and thus] you say c^oj ^^or iui : (S) if you form 

the reL n. of o^-6 , vou sav ,<=*ji , like .<z+^ rcl. 11. of 
oJU. [307] (Jh) : (3) the ^ , in (a) o*~-b basin [below] 
(M, SH, A), alone [below] (8H), orig. JLi (IY, Jrb), 
because [its dim. is ^vJs , and (IY, Jrb)] its [broken 
(IY)] pi. is (IY, R, Jrb) JlLlis (IY) [and] J^IL (R, 

Jrb), not c-Js [below] (R) : (a) Fr says " Tayyi say 



a « 



^w-.L , and others ^Is : the former are those who say 
v^^ai for ijcJ [below] ; and, according to them, the pi. 13 

■9 * * O 9 9 

cj^L [above] and i^u^J [below]" (Jk) : (b) if it be siid 

O » 9 

44 Its %>L is o***k also : then why do you decide that the 

116 a * 
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^ is original, and the ^ a subst., and not the converse ? 7, 
we say " Because it is established that the i^> is a letted 
of substitution, whereas such is not established in respect 
of the ^ [682, 696. A] " ( Jrb) : (o) IH says " alone " 
[above], notwithstanding o^ [below], because the sub^ 
stitution in the latter is for incorporation [682] (R) : (b) 
the num. (A) JL* [307, 316, 671, 682, 758] (M, R, A): 
(a) its o. /. is ^Jcu* (IY, A), because it is (IY) from 

[the crude-form of (R)] ^Ju^S making six (IY, R), 

*■ ° " * 
since they say [in its dim. (Jh, IY)] Loju [282] (IY, 

A), and in the pi. ^1 Jl** I ( J h) : but they convert the 
last ^ into ^ , in order that it may approximate [in 
outlet] to the ^ [732] before it; while [they choose the 
^ because], together with that [proximity to the o ], 
it is surd, like the <j* [734] : so that ^Jtw becomes con* 

G o 

structively a<X* (IY) ; and then, [since the *> and \^> are 
combined, and they approximate in outlet (IY),] the ji 
is changed into ^ , [because of their agreement in 
surdity (IY),] and incorporated (IY, A) into the cu , so 
that they say o^y (IY) : (c) the saying of the poet 



• o y *o 



9 Jl 



\&L*f\ jfl £ Lift I *jyft 

(M, R), mcauing ^UM and u JJs\ (IY), 0, or {my 



* 
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people) [59, 551], God Jight against , meaning slay, the 
eons of she-devils, 'Amr Ibn Mas'ud, the worst of men, 
incontinent and not sharp-witted! (Jsh), where he sub- 
stitutes a ^j for the ^ (IY, Jsh), because of their agree- 
ment in being surd [734],^au#. [671] letters, adjacent in 
''outlet [732]; fur extension of the vocabulary (IY), in 
order that ^JjJ I and ^L^t may rhyme with \?S %x vJ I 
(Jsh); which is extraoidinary (R) : (4) the ^o , in ^JaJ 

[below] (M, SH, A) and JLL? (IY), for Jj (IY, R, A) 

and (joJ [682] (IY), the ^ being a sw&sj. for the ^ , as 
is proved by their saying (t-j^JLt u^^> .He committed 

y 

robbery upon them and SU^wJJl ^>o *ja /£ is plain rob- 
bery (IY, Jrb), with Damm and Fath of the J ( Jrb), 
and jLdJU ^t land infested by robbers (IY) : (a) the pL 

% y > G » y 

is [ uCj^J : seldom (IY)] ^^cJ [above], as 

(IY, R) ^6?i £Ae# left Nahd a clan of AlYaman 

~ with its children destitute, and the Banu Kinibia 

like insolent robbers (MAR) ; and those who say that 

make <^*sJ a dial var. [682], because the ^ is substi- 
tuted for the yjc [in its variations also] : (b) its deriva- 
tion is from ua*oJ , which is narrowness of the inter- 
stices between the teeth, as though the thief, or robber 
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narrowed himself, and made himself small, lest he 
should be seen (IY) : (e) Jh mentions in the Sahah that 
[according to Fr (Jh)] ^.oJ , with Fath. of the J , is i. q. 

3 ' • Tin * o ^ 

ijcJ m the died, of Tayyi, who say ^»*lo [above] far 
^jJc ; and that the pi. is ^^J : (d) it is mentioned in 
the CHd that (jaJ is said with all three vowels of the J , 
Kasr being the chastest ; and o^oi with Fath of .the J 
[682], p*. Xyli , like ^ , #?. ^1T[242, 256] (Jib); 
(5) the v , in J^JUS (M, SH, A) and ^JUS (IY), for 
wJUt> (M, A) and v^uJUi (IY), as 

[57^ "bargain of the poor needy purchaser, wearer of 
worn-out rags is, in irrevocability and conclusiveness, 
like a sale by a man that is not desirous of rescinding 
(MAR)], i. e., ^JUo (It), the ^> being a subst. for the 
v (IY r ) : (a) I J says "They ought to be two dial, vars.; 
but", says he, "it is not improbable that the ^ is sub- 
stituted for the ^j , since it is sometimes substituted for 
the ^ [above], which is the partner of the v in [having 
its outlet from] the lip [732]": this is his language; 
and the better [opinion] is that the ^ [in oJLco ] is 
or'f/. v , because ^JL^j* is more often used, j\ q. ^aJL^^ 
[below], which are hits of worn-out rags (R) : (b) ^JLci 
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[and m^JuS (A)] are [bits of rags, and o/(IY)] worn* 
out clothes (M, A), as 



' o y + 



J * * **- ^ 

WYiA ^e foVs of rags stripped off him [below] (IY) : (c) 

the sing, is Zyill (IY, R, A), like ^yLll [253, 396] 

9 * S 

("Sn): (d) Jh mentions in the Sahah that (Jrb) ^jJl^i 
are 6*7$ q/" rogrs, as *>JI &l^ l=>^*wJuc [above]: and [that 
(Jrb)] IA1 says " And the ends of garments are called 

> • • , G » e 9 

w*Jlc3 , smgr. v^j^JUj " ; and cites by Jaiir 

^c£ indeed I am possessed of patience against needs, 
and am active when the ends of the garments are tucked 
up ( Jh, Jrb) : all of that is mentioned in the Sahah : (e) 
hence one knows that t_*Jlo is orig. ^xJLxo [above] by 
conversion of its [sing's s] letter of prolongation into ,5 , 

as is the rule, like ^JeLi £>/. of yJ^Lj* [253, 685] (Jrb) : 

9 • • 0« 

(f) the substitution in c^JLci and s^aJ [above] is weak 
(SH) : (6) the is , in JblLLi [with Damm of the o , the 
tent (Sn),] orig. I^Uaw,? [385] (R, A), because they say 
in the pi. kxicL^i [390], not koC*i : (7) the ^ , in ksG 
c'^j a tractable she-camel, orig. cj>w;4> , i. e., broken in, 

9 
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because it is from *j ; j> (A) being accustomed to\ arid 
bold towards, the thing, since, from the animal's being 
accustomed to, and bold towards, a thing, his tractability 
therein is ensured (Sn). IM says in the Tashil that the 
<o is seldom substituted for the ». The ex. of it is the 
interpretation put by some upon the saying [of Abif 
Wajza asSa'dl, praising the family of AzZubair Ibn 
Al'Awwam (AKB)J 

[jTAc &md! wAen there is not any one hind, and the 
feeders at the time (of the question) " Where is the 
feeder ?" (AKBj], that he means iuJlIdIsJ] with the 5 of 
silence; and afterwards changes it into ^ , which he 
mobilizes from metric exigency (A) : but this is open ta 
the objection that the metre would be correct without 
mobilizing it; so that there is no metric exigency, as 
will not escape the notice of those who have the least 
acquaintance with prosody (Sn). And some exemplify, 
it by such as [ o^>^ and] oaJL^. and ch*3 [646], because 
they hold the a to be [the] original [sign of femininiza- 
tion in the n.~\ (A). 

§. 690. The a is substituted for [six letters (A),] (1) 
the Hamza(M, SH, A), as before mentioned [682] (A), 

(a) when aug. (IY), as in (a) [ AjJ (M, Jrb)] ^Jy» 
/ poured out [658, 679, 682] (M, SH) the toaten 
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(M, Jrb), i. e., las^ (IY, Jrb) : («) in Ij£»f[349, 382, 
671, 679] the s is aug., a quasi-coinpensation for the 
departure of the vowel from the g , as the ^- is aug. iu 
gUJj[671, 680, 682] (IY) : (b) [Q&!\(M, R, Jrb)] vLL^i 
[658, 682] (M, SH), i. e., ULl ; 'f (IY, R, Jrb), mean- 
ing / brought the beast bach to the nightly resting- 
place (Jrb) : (c) ^£M ^U# /jpwi a woo £o the cloth, or 
cm ornamental border to the garment (M, R), i. e , 
iy t (IY, R), vUUif from ^ (IY) : (d } /Jj's iVf^ 7 
wanted the thing [682], transmitted by Lh (M, R), i. e., 
*j\>^ I (IY, R), aor. sJo^o I with Fath of the s, like zJ3j& , 
aor. *^*#t [349] (R) : ( oc) those [four exs.] are all trans- 
mitted by ISk (IY) : (b) when vad. (IY), as "in (a) 
yjll* [658, 682] (M, SH), for JU (IY, Jrb), whence 
fJ\'P$S' y Jllgi [60] (IY, R), thus cited by Akh ; and 
the reading ^*juU*3 *Jl^ cXajlj Ju*> I. 4. [Part I, 

^ 39A] (IY) : the s being a subst., because ,*Jbl is more 
frequent (R) : (a, it is transmitted from Ktb that some 
&&y <JL>t * [whioh is read in I. 4. (K, B),] with Fath of 
the Hamza ; and then substitute the s for it, saying 

$i (IY) : (6) dU^J [521, 682] (M, SH), orig. i& 

' „ * * 

(IY, Jrb), whence -Jl ^ Uw L; ^1 [521] (IY) : ( oc) 

when the J of inception is prefixed, they alter the 
Hamza into 9 , because the J is not combined with ^J , 
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.since they do not combine two ps. having one meaning 
(Jrb) ; and [then] they do not mind the succession of 
two corrob. ps. [521], because the form of the second is 
altered by the substitution (Sn on dULgJ in §. 682) : (o) 
[ I &^% JOi (M)] *i)7$ U* Now, by God (M, R), assuredly 
such a thing did indeed happen ! (M), meaning aJJl^ Lo| 
[551] (IY, R): (d) [v^JUi (M, Jrb)] ^JSl &> IJ thou do 
(M, SH), Ixvill do (M, Jrb), meaning ^! (IY, Jrb), in 
[the dial, of (M, Jrb)] Tayyi (M, SH), who convert the 

9S -c x x 

Hamza of the cond. ^ into * (R; : (e) ^jJ! \£s> (SH) : 
the poet says (R, Jrb) 

x x x xx<* x x*xx *-o x x x . C-o x. x « » *x x x xx x* 

(M, R, Jrb), cited by Akh M, R), And he came to her 
(his beloved's) companions ; and they said " is iA-w Ac 
that bestowed affection on others than us, and forsook 

us ? (Jsh), I e M <5jJf 131 (M, SH), the Hamza in 131 being 

O x o > 80/ x 

interrog. (Jrb) ; while "Ktb transmits <jJlk>uo Juyu is Zaic? 
departing ? in interrogation : (/) llst> for the wc, [p.] 
CT [554] (R): (cc) they [justly (IY)] change the 
Hamza into s [in these cases (Jrb), by way of allevia- 
tion (IY)], because the Hamza is a rigid, independent 
letter, and the 5 a surd, faint letter [734] ; while their 
outlets are approximate [732] (IY, Jrb), except that the 
Hamza is [sounded] farther in the throat than the * 
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(IY) : (b) the substitution of the & for the Hainza is 
confined to hearsay (SH) : [for] this substitution, 
though often transmitted from them, according to what 
has been mentioned, is inconsiderable, trifling, in com- 
parison with what is not changed, for which reason it 
may not be copied ; so that you do not say i\*A# for 
cVi^l Ahmad, nor *a#>a# for f*£y?' Abraham, nor 
to jX& for too I a citron ; but you follow what they say, 
and stop where they end (IY) : (2) the I , in (a) &S| 
[648] (M, SH, A), where the * may be (IY, R, A), (a) 
as is said [here] (R), a sitbst. for the t in pause [upon ^ I ; 
which is most likely (IY)], because [ u> I with (I Y)] the 
\ is more often used [in pause (R)] than [ &3 1 with (IY)] 
the 9 (IY, R), which is rare (IY) : (&) as we have men- 
tioned in the chapter on Pause [and elsewhere], the 5 of 
silence, as in &3* and s* [615, 644, 671, 679] (R), affixed 
(A) in pause (Sn), like the I [161, 497, 647] (IY), to 
make the vowel [of the ^ (IY, Sn) in ^\ (IY)] plain 

(IY, A) ; and not a subst. for the ! (I Y, Sn) : (b) aJ^L 

* ' a >• 

(M, SH, A) : (a) the ! in iL^.^ is to make the vowel 

« * *■ =* y 

plain : and (IY) the [last (A)] s [in *-L$a^ ] is a subst. 

for the I (IY, A) in Xjl^ [615, 648] (A); or may be 

[affixed, like the I , ] to make the vowel plain, as is 

allowable in au t [above] (Sn) : (c) a* in interrogation 

147 a 

.} 
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(SH), and \isb (Jsh), as in (R) the poet's saying oOj, tW 
pit [175, 181, 646] (M, R, A), where he substitutes s 
in *a# for the ! (A), meaning Uw> ^ (IY) : while [ z/t in] 
&4i may be an instance of that [substitution of * for I 
(Sn)], i. e., *x^>i Us TVien w/&a£ (shall I do)" 1 , [below], or 
l^J ^LiaJo ! Ui 2Vien w/«rf (is the good of mi/ waiting 

/or them) 2 .; or may be i. q. ujL&*1 [187], i. e., They have 
come to ivater from every side, and have become numer- 
ous : then, if I quench not their thirst, do not thoublame 
me, but hold off from me (A) : (a) &*i admits of two 
alternatives : — ( cc ) that he means Ui Then what ? ; but 
that, pause upon the t being disliked, on account of its 
faintness, he substitutes the a for it, because of their 
proximity in outlet [732]; what is meant being *JLo| Ui 
[above], or the like [181]: (B) that *+i is a chiding, 
i. e., Then hold! (O man), as though he addressed, and 
chid, himself (IY) : (b) [on the supposition that ** here 
means U ] the better [opinion] is that the 5 is a subsL 
for the I : but it may be said that the t is elided from 
the inter rog. U not governed in the gen., as it is elided 
from the one governed in the gen., as in *Ai and piM 
[181, 615, 648]; and that the r is then strengthened 
with the b of silence, as [the s and (J> are] in s^ and *$ 
[above] (R) : (d) »li* £ (SH), [as] pj\ J^\ } &*} [Part I f 
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kp. 15 A], where the a is substituted for the I converted 
from the ^ [appearing] in v&>1ji* [234] (M), according to 
one opinion (SH) : (a) there is a dispute about its [last 

(IY)] a (IY, R): (a) according to the BB (W, R), 

the 5 [in alls (W)] is a subst. for the . [below] (W, IY, 
R), which is the J of the word (IY), in [ J^jU and (W, 
IY)] Z(,^> [16, 234] (W, IY, R), [as] in ^(JJ> Jl 
j^Jf l^iU [689] (IY); its 0. /., [according to them (R),] 

being ^up (IY, R), Jl*i from ^p [14] ; but the 5 being 
then changed into 5 (IY); so that the a , being a subst. 
for the J of the word, may, for that reason, be pro- 
nounced with Damm [48] : while AZ says 0:1 ali^Lo 
[616] that the poet assimilates [the a in] it to the letter 
of inflection, [i. e., the final of the n.,] and therefore pro- 
nounces it with Damm ( W) : ( B ) it is indicated by Z 
[and IH] that the ^ , being final after an aug. | , is con- 
verted into I [below], the 5 being a subst. for that f (IY) : 
(y) according to AZ, Akh, and the KK, it is the a of 
siience [615, 616] (R) : [for] AZ holds that the 5 is 
affixed after the f , for pause, on account of the faintness 
of the I , as it is affixed in lamentation, as in alJuv \~ [55, 
615]; and that it is mobilized by assimilation to the rad. 
a , [as he says on al^jo above] : and this saying is trans- 
mitted from Akh also : while, according to them, the 
I [not the 5 ] is a subst. for the ^ , which is the J of the 
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word ; but this is an unsound saying, inasmuch as the 
5 of silence is affixed only in pause, and, when you pass 
to continuity, you elide it decidedly ; and [because] it is 
found only quiescent, not mobile, for which reason the 
saying of AlMutanabbi 

piu* *<X*»& f^^j (5*^^-? &* 5 * |**^ *^ ij - ^ sLdj> >-^ Ij 
[^4A / £/&e Aecirf o/ ra?/ ftea?^ from its love for Aim whose 
heart is cold, and near ivhom sickness is in my body, 
and disorder in my state! (W)] is rejected, because* he 
expresses the s of silence [in continuity ( W)], and mobi- 
lizes it (IY) : (S) some hold that the s [in *U# (IY)] is 
original, [not a subst., but only the J of the word, as in 
fclax calumniated and xJ*J* consumed (IY),] which is [a 
(IY)] weak [saying (IY)], because the cat. of JjLl and 
,jiS is rare [674, 685,, 690] (IY, R) : (6) the substitu- 
tion of the & for the I is anomalous (SH) : (3) the y 
[671], in jj>il ^1^ Jo^ [above] : (a) that is disputed, 
the majority holding that the * is substituted for the y ! 
[above], the o. /. being jUw> L> : while IJ says " If the 
i were said to be a subst. for the t converted from the y 
occurring after the [aug.] t , it would be a strong say- 
ing, since the * is nearer [in outlet] to the I than to the 
. [732]"; [and his opinion is adopted by Z and IH 
above] (A) : (b) his meaning by " the t " is apparently. 
" the Hamza ", which is the [letter] substituted for the 
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j in the cat. of ^Ll5"[683] and ^Lki covering (Sn) : (4) 
the tf (M, SH, A), in (a) \df [648, 671] (IY, SH, A), 
with quiescence of the [last] s (Sn), for ^tXa* [174] (IY, 
A), [as] in &JU?iuf ld& [648] (M) : (a) the » of°sJj& is a 
svbst. for the ^ in pause, according to the Banii Tamim 
(R), who say » jo& with quiescence of the 5 , which is sub- 
stituted because, in pause after the Kasra, the ^ is 
faint, the 5 being more apparent than it ; while the 5 is 
approximate [in outlet] to the sister of the ^ [697], i. e., 
the I [732] : but these [Arabs], when they continue, 
restore the ^ , saying ja# ^ jcs This is Hind, because 
the <5 is made plain by what follows it : (6) Kais and 
the people of AlHijaz make pause and continuity alike, 
[saying 5 Sst ] with the 5 , as Tayyi make pause and con- 

tinuity alike in ( ^jtil [686] (R on Pause) : (c) this [sub- 
stitution] is not regular in every <^ , [as conversion into 
($ is regular, according to Tayyi, from every I (R on 
Pause);] so that sjj| is not said for ^jJI [176] (R) : (d) 
this ^5 is mostly converted into 3 , in order that it may 
be assimilated to the 5 of the masc. [pronJ] preceded by 
a letter pronounced with Kasr, as in ( _gj and ^^^ciCl 
[161, 648], and be therefore conjoined [with ^ ] : (e)' 
the [conj.] ^ is elided in pause : (/) sju* with quies- 
cence is allowable in continuity and pause, but is rare 
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[in the former] (R on Pause) : [for] some of the Arabs 
make this 5 quiescent, like the ^ , in continuity and 
pause : while some assimilate it to the * of the pron., 
because it is attached to a vague indecl. n. ; so that they 

pronounce it with Kasr in continuity, saying jaa> 5 j.# 

^ *° '"* • ' 
This is Hind [and *JU I &o \ »J^ (IY on §. 648)], as you say 



>• x- 
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&j \zjsja and auoiLb ^J| ^jaj [648] ; and terminate it by, 

a (5 , [as *JIM &o» ^tftXtf (648),] to make the Kasra of the 
* plain ; but [even] those who say this pause upon the 5 
quiescent : (g) one proof that the ^5 is [affixed] to make 
the vowel plain, and that the 5 is not for femininization 

it 

[648], is that, if you named a man »3 , you would inflect, 
and pronounce with Tanwln, as s3 fiXP This is Dhih, 
li3 ooK / saw Dhih, and 5J0 ^yo I passed by Dhih, 
eliding the ^5 , because rendered unnecessary by the 
vowels and triptote declension ; whereas, if the 5 were 
for femininization, you would not decline it as a triptote, 
as you do not decline Sv*^. and &^\JJs [1 8] as triptotes 

(IY) : (b) i&& for £ss* [277] (A), which is the trifling 
thing (Sn) : (5) the vw (M, SH, A), in (a) the cat. of 
l^lSs [682] (SH), i. e., the n. containing the 3 of femi- 
ninization [646] (MASH), [e. g.] in [such as (IY, A)] 
Uilb (M, A) and ^X (M), in pause (M, SH, A), 
according to the opinion of the BB (A) : (a) some treat 
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continuity like pause, saying auu^! &£LS [647, 663]; and 
gome treat pause like continuity, saying pJ f ^I^ju w*> Jb 

[183, 640, 646] (IY) : (b) sLulT^ ^IjfJu^ and Jil^ 
»I^3T5 i^L$7 [646], transmitted by Ktb from Tayyi 

(M, A), which are anomalous : (c) s^jLs for v^^u chest 
(IY, A), which also is anomalous ; " but," says IJ, " is 

read" [in cL^Ldf ^b ^T xXJLi £fjf II. 249. Fen7y 
iAe s?gr7i 0/ /ais kingship is that the ark should come to 
2/cw, where Ubayy and Zaid Ibn Thabit read soUJI with 
the 5 (K)], meaning " among the anomalous [readings]" 
(A) : (a) [many hold that] s^lS [with the 5 (Jh, K, IY)] 
is [a dial. var. (IY),] the dial, of the'Ansar (Jh, K, IY, 
KF) ; and ^u the cfo'aZ. of Kuraish : KIM says that 
[the dials, of (Jh)] the Ansar and Kuraish do not differ 
about anything in the Kur except 00U (Jh, IY) : (6) 
the measure of ^jli is v^^JUi (K, IY, B), like ■n«- |t ^, 
[678] (IY), from oy» returning, because [it is a recep- 
tacle wherein things are placed, and deposited ; so that 
(K)] w T hat is taken out of it does not cease to return to 

it (K, B), and its owner returns to it for such of his 

• 9 • 
deposits as he needs (K) : not J^U (K, B), because such 

[formations] as u-JL* and 13JU [above] are rare ; and 

because 0^-0 is an unrecognized crude-form, for which 

the recognized [crude-form v y> ] may not be abandoned 

1. 
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(K) : (c) it is like o^£Ua devil (IY), which is ^yJJ 

' Jos' 

from <^>ytb / exceeded in wickedness (KF) ; formed by 
transposition, because it is from ljub ( Jh) ; [prig.] \& Jl*i 
from ,jUiio [686], its g and J being transposed (B) : (d) 
its o. f. is v^jy , the [first] ^ of which they convert into 
! [684] (IY) : (e) as for those who read [ S^UJI ] with 

the a (K, B), it is Jytli , according to them, except 
among those who make its 5 a subst. for the m> (K); 
[and] perhaps they [may all] substitute the » for the 
v»> (B), because these two letters participate in surdity 
[734] and augmentativeness [671], for which reason the 
5 is substituted for the * of femininization [above] (K, 

B) : (d) »iU| said by some, who pause upon ^iUI AlLdt 

with the s (IY) : (e) sl^iJt J^ bdutf [646], which some 

one was heard to say, meaning v^lJj I ^JU : (6) the — , 

in (a) *^&J\ y$L made the thing remote, i. q. tj&b , i. e., 

*Juul : (b) P JJT *** drew <mi £/©e bucket, i. q. l^JLo (A), 

>- "* X o ^ o 

which is said in the Msb to mean L$*>*4aa«f ^ (Sn) : (c) 
iijuo praised him, i. q. &^Juo: (a) some distinguish 
between r <X* with the - and *duo with the a , holding 

— Owo to be [praise] in absence, and ajuo to be [praise] to 
one's face ; but the correct [opinion] is that they are 
synonymous, except that ~t\* is the o. f, (A). 
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§. 691. The J is substituted for [two letters, as 
before mentioned (A),] (1) the (S, M, SH, A) in 
yj&Iof (A), which [substitution] is [very (S)] rare, ag 
J&^f (S, SH), which is [orig. (R) only (S)] J&J\ 
(S, R), whence 

[682] (M), by An Nabigha adh Dhubyanl (IY, MN), 
praising AnNu'man Ibn AlMundhir, I stopped in it a 
short time at evening, questioning it (about its inmates) : 
it tvas unable to answer, nor was any one in the abode 
(MN), said by Khl to be recited with tfxlif (ABk), 
meaning UiLuol (IY), an irregular dim. of Juyol [285, 
286] (IY, MN) ; the [second (Sn)] J being a subst. for 
the (ABk, IY, MN, Sn) : (a) I asked Khl about 
your saying ^ iLua I *iLo I / will come to thee for a short 

£ime «£ evening : and he said u It is only ,jiLco ! , for 
[the ,j of] which they substitute the J ; and that is veri- 

fied by the saying of the Arabs biLual siLul " (S) : (b) 

[R says that ] ,j^ol is aim. of ^iLol : and [that], if 

^iLol be £>Z. of Juyol , like <jUi^ pL of oUc* [246], 

which is apparently the case, then JiLuo! is anomalous 
in two respects, the substitution of the J for the ^ , and 
the formation of a homomorphous dim. from the pi. of 



O s o £ 



O ^ » t> f - 

multitude [285, 286] ; but if J)La) be a sing*, like ^Lc, 

148 a 

: 
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[677] and ^w oblation, notwithstanding that it is not 

used, then JiL^o! is anomalous in one respect, vid. the 
conversion of the <j into J (R) : (c) [according to 

ABk,] whoever fancies that jfcSo I is dim. of [ ^Jo I ,] 
the pi. of J.xo| , makes a mistake, because it is a pi. of 
multitude, which does not form a dim. [285] (ABk); 
and [IY holds that] ^JLol is only a sing, n., peculiar 
to the dim., like K,&j^g [or Rjucuuir (KF) and £****?! 
[234, 286] and such ns., which are not used except in 
the dim. (IY) : (d) the poet puts the dim. to indicate 
the shortness of the time (MN) : (e) Akh says that, if 
you used JiLyof as a name, it would be declined as a 
diptote, because the ^ is quasi-retained, being indicated 
by the retention of the I in the dim., as in ^La£w [274] ; 
and similarly oV* [690], when you use it as a name, is 
diptote, because the Hamza is virtually retained (R) : 
(2) the ^6 (M, SH, A) in £^,hJb[ (A), as £f&\, 
which is corrupt (SH), whence 

[647, 682] (M, R), meaning ^vL^I [692, 756], the ^6 
in which is changed into J : (a) there is a version 
*ssJa*&U (IY, MN), according to the 0. f. (IY) ; and 

lijo U (IY, MN), where a ia is substituted for the yd , 
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and then incorporated into the \o , because of their con» 

e * c -o 

nection in vocality and covering [734] (IY); and *^6li 
also : so IJ mentions (MN). 

§. 692. The ia is substituted for [two letters (A),] 
(1) the ^ (M, SH, A), (a) regularly (IY), necessarily 

(SH), in JUxil after the letters of covering (A), [i. e.,] 
when the o of Jutii I is one of the [elevated (R)] letters 
of covering, which are [four (IY),] the ^o , the ^ , the 
Jb , and the b [734] (IY, R), as in ^h^o\ had patience 
[671, 682, 756] (M, SH), ^hJ>[ collided, j^£( was 
regular, and +lL5b\ put up ivith wrong (IY), as [will be] 
mentioned [756] (A) : (a) that [substitution] is because 
the ^ is surd [732], with no covering in it; whereas 
these letters are vocal, covered : so that they choose an 
elevated letter [632, 734], having the same outlet as 
the uy , vid. the So ; and put it in place of the ^ , 
because it is akin to the ^ in outlet, and to the ^o , the 
ij> , and the id in covering [682] (R) : (b) anomalously 
(IY, SH), in [the attached nom. pron. of] every [pret.~\ 
v. of the 1st or 2nd pers., whose J is one of the letters 

of covering (MASH), as in k*A£» [below] (SH)> h*n^ 

Iivaded, iu»l I surrounded, and kteJu* I kept (MASH) ; 
(a) this is the dial, of the Banu TamTm (R, MASH), 
and is not frequent— —I mean making the pron. a h 
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when the J of the word is a ^0 or yc , and similarly after 

the Jb and ib , as in *ixr h,o~» I sealed its eye [above] (R), 

° * ° ** ^ 
and ^5^^? fo«n«a.i I scraped a hollow ivith my foot [693] 

(M,R), and iL^Und lLlL [above] (R) : (6) if the J of 
the v. be a io , it is incorporated [into the io of the pron.] 
(MASH): (c) that [substitution] is (R, MASH) rare 
(R), [and] anomalous, because it is a complete altera- 
tion of a word, destructive of its o. f. : and therefore 
this dialectic variation is not commonly known among 
chaste speakers (MASH), because the ^ of the pron., 
being a complete word, is not to be altered; while 
it is also an independent word, upon which analogy* 
requires that the letter of covering should not take 
effect : but those who convert it do so because, being 
unil., [and] like part of the preceding word, as is proved 
by the fact that the letter before it is made quiescent [20, 

403, 607], it is like the o of joai I [above] (R) : (2> the 
o : Ya'kub transmits from As o^J I k* He prolonged 
the letter, for a<\* , and ioUM removing to a distance for 
"o£»(A). 

§. 693. The o is substituted for [three letters (A),}' 
r (1) the «* (M, SH, A), (a) in jlixi | after the * , the i Z 
the ^ , and the , as [will be] mentioned [756] (A), (a) 
regularly (IY), necessarily (SH), in [such as (SH)}, 
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'JLc>\ ! checked (M, SH) and ^b^ I was adorned ; and 
lf^6 t remembered, when subjected to incorporation, ac- 
cording to what IA1 transmits (M) from the Arabs (IY) ; 
and /I I [below] (SH) : (a) when the o [of the t\ (R)] 
is [one of three letters (R),] a ^ , [a o , or a 6 (R),] the v»> 
of JuLXi t is converted into j (IY, R), as ^o^ I and ^lo^ ( 
[above], orig. fp^) I and ^b^ \ (I Y) : and the o and <> 
are incorporated into it, as ^b I incurred a debt and J^ j 
[above] ; but it is allowable for the j not to be incorpo- 
rated, as S^b\ [above]: (g) the three letters being 
vocal, and the ^ surd [734], the & is converted into o f 
because the *> , being akin to the 6 and \ in vocality, and 
to the \& in outlet [732], is intermediate between the or 
and them ; while the 3 , but not the \ , is incorporated 
into the *> because the outlet of the 6 is near to, and the 
outlet of the \ far from, the outlet of the <> : (y) the 
incorporative conversion, however, is [properly] not part 
of what we are concerned with, as we mentioned at the 

beginning of this chapter [682] (R) ; and, as for S& f 

[above] or Sb\ [671, 682], and ^61 sifted, winnoived, 
those are not instances of what we are considering, but 
only of incorporative substitution (IY) : (S) conversion 
of the <& into *> after the i> is necessary : and, after the 
conversion, incorporation is more frequent than omission 
thereof; while, if you incorporate, you convert either 
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the first into the second, or the converse, as will be 
explained in the chapter on Incorporation [756] (R) : 
(6) anomalously (SH), in tyw j^ I they gathered together 
and )d^\ cwZ[below](M, SH), in some dials. (M) : 

O x e 

(a) conversion of the ^ of JLjlo! into o after the — is 
anomalous, because, though the — is vocal, and the ^ 
surd [734], still the _ is nearer than the v and 6 to the 
o> , since the articulation of the ^ is easy after the 
— , and difficult after the ^ and o (R) : ( 6 ) they say 

y ^ y O 9 s ^ O C5 x O G x O 

l^xAjJe^l for lyi^^l , and ^tX^I for y^\ [above] (IY) : 
the poet [Mudarris Ibn Rib'l alAsadl (MN, Jsh), 
according to IBr (MN),] says 

L^uUw \ Jl> f • auLo ! cob ^r uuo^j> y _^LoJ v^JJii 

(M, R) TJien I said to my companion " Do no£ thou 
detain us from roasting the flesh with pulling out [the 
tree by (MN)] its roots, but cut some wormivood" a 

x x Ox 

well-known plant (MN, Jsh), where bLosU is in the 
shape of the du. by poetic license, the sing, being meant" 
by it (Jsh) ; for [Jh says "that (MN)] sometimes the 
Arabs address the sing, with the form of the du., as says 
the [other (Jh)] poet [Suwaid Ibn Kura< al'Ukll (MN, 
Is), addressing 'Uthman Ibn 'Affan (Is),] 

O xO^ «S X CO *" <* >0X «* 
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Then, if thou chide me, Ibn 'Affdn, I will forbear ; 
and, if thou let me alone, I will defend an inviolate honor 
(Jh, MN) : (y) that [conversion] is not regular, but 
confined to hearsay; so that %l^i\s»l is not said [for 
*Tlzlt venturing (IY, MAR)], nor ^J^l (IY, R) for 
Jf^>\ earned (I Y, MAR) : (b) anomalously (SB ), in 
(a) [such as (SH)] («) ay / succeeded, prospered (M, 

SH), like kli&J [692] (R), the o. /. being o^i from ^ 
[331], where they substitute a o for the \&> because of 
the influence of the \ (IY) ; ( B ) ^ I wcts liberal for 
oiX^ , where its conversion after the & is likewise 
anomalous (R) : (b) li ; °S (M, SH), for ijp [689] (IY, 

Jrb), from _, Jy (R, Jrb), the [first] y being converted 
into va* , and the & then converted into o (R), as though, 
seeing the ^ to be surd, and the ^ vocal [734], they 
substituted the t> for the o> , because it is the sister of 
the v^ in outlet [732], and of the ^ in vocality ; so that 
homogeneity of sound is attained (IY) : («) that 
[theory] is [advanced] because ^Jy3 is more used than 

<>lyd (R) -(B) this [substitution] is rare, anomalous, in 
usage, though good in analogy ; and, from the rarity of 
its usage, is not to be copied (IY) : (y) the conversion 

of the ^ into o in v^£) I and £**X=> I [above] is from affi- 

nity of sound, as in {J^yc [695] (R) for ^jjy« meal, 
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gruel (MAR) ; contrary to ^S^o (R) : (2) the Jo : they 

say (5^ for ^Wo [248, 272], which is where the hair is 
plucked out round the navel (A) ; but, in the KF, a hind 
of running : while iJJajy* is ivhat is betiveen the navel, 
or the breast, and the pubes, with a string of other mean- 
ings ; and moreover ivhat encloses the tuft of hair on the 
lower lip on both its sides, like ^Ifcyo with Kasr ; and 
the arm-pit: and c5 k>>* , with abbreviation, is the 

Q • fi • © 

utwfa (Sn) : (3) the 3 in J3 pZ. of sJ'i remembrance 
(A), like j«^ pi. of js^aa admonition, as SBd says : (a) 
the author of the KF transmits from Lth that the <3 is 

changed into t> in [ SdJ t for] ^jj I pL of S^i when 
synarthrous ; but that, when anarthrous, S& with the b 
is said (Sn). 

§. 694. The -. is substituted for the tf (S, M, SH, 
A), as before mentioned [643, 682] (A), when (1) double 
(a) in pause (S, M, SH), as LjLu [643] (SH), for ^ 
[311], a rel. n. (MASH) : (a) the _ is substituted 
for the ^5 and nothing else (IY), because they are 
partners in vocality [734] (IY, R, Jrb) and outlet 
[732] (IY, Jrb), except that the _ is hard (IY, R), and, 
but for its hardness, would be a ^ [643] (IY) ; while 
the ,5 , when doubled, becomes [extremely near to 
(R)] a - (IY, R) : Ya'kub says "Some of the Arabs, 



.aa3 
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when they double the ^ , make it become a _ , as ^b 

pJI ^tSST ^ [below], meaning 0\ [682]" (IY) ; 

while both are from the middle of the tongue [732] 
(R, Jrb) : but the — is plainer [below] in pause, where 
plainness is desirable since the letter paused upon be- 
comes faint, for which reason (5 JL^> with the ^ and yXxz* 
with the j are said [643, 685, 686] (R) : (b) this sub- 
stitution is orig. [employed] in pause upon the ^ , 
because of its faintness and resemblance to the vowel 
(IY), as &A*. and ^si^ , meaning ^Lc 'All and "i^£ 
'Aujl (S) : IA1 says " I said to a man of the Banfr 
Hanzala ' Of whom art thou ? ', and he said ^^h ", 
[i. e., {S ^as Fukaimi (IY) ; ] then I said ' Of which of 
them?', and he said _ ^o " (M, Jrb), i. e., ^yo Murrl 
(IY), which is anomalous (SH) : (b) not in pause (R), 
[but] in continuity when treated like pause [647] (M, R 
on Pause), according to the GG (R on Pause), as in 
[the saying of the Rajiz (IY), an Arab of the desert 
(MN),] 



• O -O * ° G -C 



. A&.tlb jv^JJf ^ L+jtia+J l # ^~^ y*\y ^.^ (5**^ 

[643, 682] (M, SH), told to me by one that heard them 

say it (S on Pause), [and] cited by As, who said 

149 a 
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that it had been recited to him by KhA, who said that 
it had been recited to him by an inhabitant of the desert 
(IY), My maternal uncle is 'ITwaif and Abu 'Alt, who 
provide meat for food at evening , and at morning por- 
tions of the kind of date called ^s [294], torn off ivith 
the tent-peg and with the horn of the ox (MN), meaning 
[ ^Xl and (IY, MN)] ^aUL (S, IY, MN) and J£j | 
(S, MN) and ^ajJajL (IY, MN), which is more anomal- 
ous (SH) ; and the saying [of Abu-nNajm (MAR)] 

[above] (M, R), cited by I Ar ( Jh, M), As though in their, 
i. e., the camels', uplifted tails, from the dry dung and 
urine of summer, tvere the horns of the mountain-goat, 
(MAR), meaning jj$| (Jh, MAR) : (2) single (R), not 
double, (a) [in pause, but less often than when double 
(R),] as in [the saying (M) of the other (IY), an 
inhabitant of AlYaman (MN, Jsh),] 

[682] (M, SH), cited by (IY, R on Pause) Pr (IY) 
[and] AZ (R on Pause), God, if TJiou hast accepted 
my pilgrimage, then a mule, white, braying, that jogs my 
hair extending to the lobe of the ear, shall not cease to 
bring me to Thee (MN, Jsh), i. e., ^^ and ^and 



( 1377 ) 

,cV5 (Jrb, MN, Jsh), which is [still] more anomalous 
(SH), because the — is more akin to the double ^ , as 
we have said (R) : (a) some of Tamim substitute the — 
for the ^5 in pause, whether the ^ be double or single, 
because of the _ 's proximity to the ^ in outlet [732], 
together with its being plainer [above] than the <c (R 
on Pause) : (6) that also is to make the <c plain in pause 
(R on Substitution) : and (b) [not in pause (R)/j as in 

(M, SH) Until, whenever she entered, and he entered, 
upon the time of evening (Jsh), i. e., u*w./?l and ^^\ 
(R), o?'?V/. o^aa^c! (IY, Jrb, Jsh) and [^^cl, which, 
with the letter of unbinding, becomes] 11*^1 (Jrb, Jsh): 
(a) since the ^ is converted into — , it is not converted 
into t [684, 719], nor elided because of the two quiescents 
[607, 663], like the & in ^^1 and c*-*** I respectively 
(R) ; [or] the I [of ^+>*\ ] is restored to its o. /., vid. the 
<5 , which is afterwards converted into _ (Jsh) : (6) [in 
either case] the _ is a su6s£. for the ^ (IY, Jrb), and is 
then mobilized with the vowel that the ^ had in the 
o. /. (Jrb) : (c) this [substitution] is more anomalous 
[again] (SH), because the general rule is that the — 
should be substituted in pause, to make the ^ plain, 
whereas the & in the like of c^u^o | [and Uzwxt ] is not 
paused upon (R) ; [and] because they treat the supplied 
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t5 [in c^awoI and ^***f ] like the expressed (Jrb). The 
-j. is sometimes said to be a s^&s£. for the I of ^^o t ; for, 
although the — is not [ordinarily] substituted for the I f 
that is permissible [here (IY)], because the I is sub- 
stituted for the & [684, 719] (IY, Jrb). This [substitu- 
tion of _ for L <5 (Sn)] is named the R^jlsv^ of Kuda'a 
(A), who transmute ^ into ^ [when it occurs] with c 

[immediately before it], saying >s*x> j~> f>*h ^® This 

** *■ «<* >• 
is a herdsman that has come out with me, i. e., — ^ gU 



* J 



*rf 



(Jh). 



§. 695. The yo is [allowably (M, SH)] substituted 
for the ^ (M, SH, A) before (1) a £ (M, SH, Sn), as 
x*ju *£d«c >^l5 XXXI. 19. .4ncZ hath fully bestotved 
His benefits upon you (M, SH), orig. L^f j (Jrb), read 
with the <j* and ^ (K); and *Jlo (M), for i)lw (K) s&ecZ- 
ding the tooth that is behind the ^cU* , which takes 
place in the sixth year (Jh) : (2) a ^ (M, SH, Sn), as 

pJSo stripped off (M, SH), for >^JL1 (K, Jrb) ; and j&So 
subjected (M), j*£x*l> being i. q. v*£w2 (KF) : (3) a <jf 

x x x 05 • 

(M, SH, Sn), as JLo ^^jo LIV. 48. The touch, or feel , 
oj Hell (M, SH), for 'fiL (K on XXXI. 19., Jrb), a 
proper name of Hell [18], from ^UJ| &jJu* The fire 
scorched him or «sjl* , i. q. ka^P (K oh LIV r 48., B) ; 
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^ySl^Li VIII. 6. [516] and i^Jba I drove ; oJLJlo I out- 
stripped ; &.^o [693] ; and <jil^> [below] (M) : (4) a is 
(M, SH, Sn), as ££* [682] (M, SH, A), orig. &^ 
(Jrb) ; ^Lo radiating ; and viijuajo (M), for J^awc , 

from LaaJL^ 7^^ exercised absolute authority over us, 
whence LXXXVIII. 22. [l] (Jh), transmitted from Ks 
with the ^ , according to the 0. f. (B) : (a) it is said to 

- O *" 9 

be pronounced [ Ja^^ ] with Fath of the Jb in the dial. 
of Tamim, on the ground that Js+m, set in absolute 
authority is trans., according to them, as is indicated 
by their saying yk+*2 exercised absolute authority (K). 
These [four] letters are vocal, elevated [734] ; while 
(IY, R) the jjh is [a (Jrb)] surd, depressed [letter (Jrb)] : 
so that, [when it occurs before these elevated letters 
(Jrb),] they dislike the transition (IY, R, Jrb) from it 
(IY, R) to these letters (R), [i. e.,] from the depressed 
(Jrb) to the elevated (IY, Jrb), because that is heavy 
(IY, R) ; and therefore they substitute a ^o for the <j* 
(IY, R, Jrb), allowably (Jrb), whether these letters be 

second, third, or fourth, as xjJl^uo for iUx**x> hunger, ui^ 
tor ^_^£u w clamour, JJLyo [253] for JJLu* , and Jblwo and 
k*oj for JbL-w [above] and k^ spreading (Sn), because 
the ^0 agrees with the ^ in surdity and sibilance, and 
with these letters iu elevation ; so that the sound 
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becomes consonant, and is not dissonant (I Y, Jrb). And 
this process is similar to Imftla [G2G] in making one part 
of the sound approximate to another (IY, R), without 
being considered necessary (IY). If, however, the ^ 
be posterior to these letters, that substitution [which is 
permissible when it precedes (IY, R)] is not permissible 
in it, because, when it is posterior, the speaker is mak- 
ing the voice descend from a high [to a low letter] ; and 
that is not heavy, like ascent from a low [to a high 

letter] : so that you do not say \&*a3 for owS / mca- 

sural (IY, R, Jrb), nor glx+JI ya&>* for j*»^l> He loses 

G c • Go-' 

the commodity (IY), nor <jci2u for j^i^j deficient, inade- 
quate. But there is no difference between the ^ ? s 
being adherent to these letters, and its being separated 
from them (Jrb) : [so that] the conversion is allowable 
with these letters, whether they be conjoined with the 

u* , as in JLo [above] ; or separated [from it] by one 

letter, as in -£>X*o [above] ; or two, as in (jJU-o [for 

G ^ ° • . O •*- 

(jjJU** level plain (MAR)] and ic\yo [above]; or three, 

as in ^JLa* (R) for (j.JL^vo pi. of (jf^L*** eloquent 

(MAR). This conversion is regular, but not necessary. 
And, in such [positions], the ^ may not be converted 

into a pure \ , except in what has been heard, as io\y^ 

[G82], which is [allowable] because the h resembles the 
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\ (R). But the u» is changed into ^ with the Jj exclu- 
sively in the cZz'aZ. of Kalb [696], who say^ y^ LIV. 
48. [above] (M). 

§. 696. The [pure (M on §§. 695, 696)] } is sub- 
stituted for [two letters (A),] the ^ and yjo , [allowably 
(Jrb on the ^ , M on the <jo ), in the dial, of chaste 
speakers among the Arabs (M on the yjo ),] when [these 
two letters occur (M, SH)] quiescent before a j> , as in 
(1) &S (M, SH, A), for [ i^3 (M, Jrb)] jXLl (M, Jrb, 
A) loosens (IY, Sn) fo's garment (IY) ; and *<xj for 
[ vAJtJt (A)] ^ (M, A) 27ie came/ (A) becomes dazed 
(IY, A) /rom £/*e intensity of the heat (A) : (a) J<Ju* 

* ' ' ' s ' s * 

with the J is of the conjugs. of y^o and ^cj , and ^J^w 
t with the y is of the conjug. of _*i : so in the KF (Sn) : 
(b) the cause of this [substitution] is that (IY, Jrb), the 
w being a surd, and the o a vocal [734], letter, they 
dislike the transition from one letter to another incom- 
patible with it (IY, R, Jrb) ; and especially when the first 
is quiescent, because the vowel is after the letter [below], 
being part of a soft letter intervening between the two 
letters [697] (R) ; while incorporation is not possible 
(IY) : and therefore they approximate (IY, R ; Jrb) one 
of them to the other (IY, Jrb), [vid.] the ^ to the o (R), 
by substituting a ^ for the ^ , because the \ is from the 
same outlet as the ^ [732] and is like it in sibilance, 



( 1382 ) 

while it agrees with the o in vocality ; so that the two 
sounds become consonant (IY, R, Jrb) : (c) S says that 
simulation, i. e. (M), imbuing [the ^ (IY, R)] with the 
sound of the ^ , is not allowable (M, R) here (R), as it 






is in the ^o (IY, R), as ^duo* issue, way out [733] (R), 
because in the ^ there is covering [734], so that they 
simulate in order that the covering may not be taken 
away [by the conversion (R)] ; whereas the ^ is not 
like that (IY, R) : (2) ^joy for ijjduaj speaks truth ; 
oy [with a <j (Sn)] for <X*ai> course (A) ; *^j li 

9 s *Q9 s> ' O* -O 

*J oyi Jjjo [ i\s J I (A)] He has not been refused [help (A)], 

for whom a camel has been bled (M, A), a [proverbial 
(IY)] saying (IY, A) in their language (A), applied to 
him that intends a matter, and obtains part of it (IY), 
[and] to contentment with a little (Md), meaning Juai , 
the \jo being made quiescent (IY, A), for alleviation, as 
in wy=> for u^o was struch ) and J^i> for JuS accepted 
[368, 402] (IY), and [afterwards (IY)] changed into ^ 
(IY, A) ; the saying 'of Hatim [below] (M, R) atTa'i 
(R) ^ST «5<>p \&&> Thus is etc. [648] (M, SH) ; andJSp 

for sd^ajo , and oO)l for o*<Xo| I issued [trans.] (IY) : 
the poet says 
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And let the object of thy love alone before hating (him) : 
the leaving of the object of love, while unimpaired in 
its forces y is better as an issue, or a way oat, than rup- 
ture (M). The yjo , when occurring quiescentf before the 
o , may be pronounced [in three ways (IY, Jrb)], (1) as 
a pure \ [above] (IY, R, Jrb), as in au! ^oyh \&& [648], 
said by Hatim [above] when he had slaughtered a she- 
camel [for a guest (IY)], and it was said to him " Where- 
fore didst thou not bleed her ?" (IY, Jrb) : (a) that 
[change (I Y, R) of the ^ into a pure \ (IY)] is because 
the yjo is covered, surd, lax [734] ; and [without any 
intervening vowel or other barrier (R)] is in the vicinity 
of the o , which is open, vocal, rigid (IY,*R, Jrb) ; so 
that, from this incompatibility between their sounds, the 
o recoils somewhat from the ^ ; and therefore the 
Arabs approximate one to the other (IY, Jrb) : but 
[incorporation is not possible ; while (IY)] they do not 
[venture to (IY)] change the o , like the ^ in jLa^il , as 
in ^xk^st [692], because it is not aiig. } like the ^ [671] 
(IY, R, Jrb), which is therefore more fit for alteration : 
so that they alter the first [of the two incompatible 
letters, vid. the ^ ], because of its weakness, in conse- 
quence of the quiescence, by approximating it to the *> 
(R) ; and therefore they change the ^ into a pure \ , 
whereupon the sounds become consonant, because the v 
is from the same outlet as the ^ [732], and is like it in 

150 a 
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sibilance, while it is akin to the & in vocality (IY, R, 
Jrb), and openness [734] (R) ; so that the \ and *> 
coalesce (IY, Jrb), and that recoil ceases : S says " We 
have heard the chaste-speaking Arabs make it a pure \ " 
(IY) : (2) asa^o simulating, i. e., imbued with [some- 
what of (IY, Jrb)], the sound of the \ (IY, R, Jrb) ; so 
that it becomes betwixt and between, i. e., becomes a 
letter whose outlet is between the outlets of the ^ and \ 
(I Y, Jrb) ; inclining towards the \ , but not changed into 
a [pure (R)] \ , [as in the preceding way (IY),] for pre- 
servation of the [excellence of (R)] covering (IY, R), 
in order that the sound of the \ may not be altogether 
gone, and so the covering in it be gone (IY, Jrb), the 
covering in the ^ being an excellence, the removal of 
which would be a mutilation of this letter : whereas the 

tj* in Jjwo and ;Ju*j [above] is not like that, because m 

it there is no covering to be taken away by conversion ; 
for which reason simulation is not allowable (IY), as we 
mentioned (R) : (a) this is indicated by the saying of 
[Z and] IH (Jrb) " But the ^ is sometimes simulated 
by the yo " (M, SH), meaning that the yo is made to 
simulate the \ , vid. through the yo 's being inclined 
towards the } (R) ; " not by it v [below] (SH), i. e., by 
the ^ , which is not made to smack of the sound of the 
\ , but is oon verted into a pure ^ (R), this simulation 
not being allowable in the y* , (a) because the \ and <j« 
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&re from one outlet, and both are sibilant letters ; so 
that, with such closeness of proximity, intermixture [of 
sound] is difficult ; contrary to the ^ , which the cover- 
ing makes it possible to imbue with the sound of the ^ ; 
whereas there is no covering in the <j* (Jrb) : (6) 
because [of what we have mentioned, vid. that (R)] 
there is no covering in it (R, Jrb) to be preserved (R), 
which would be taken away by conversion : (cc) thus 

\JdJLs is said, withthe 4U o made to smack of the ^ ; but 






not jjulo , with the ^ made to smack of the ^ : (b) the 

pron. in Ill's saying " not by it " [above] relates to the 
u* : but some commentators fancy that it relates to the 
\ , the sense being that the \ is simulated by the quies- 
cent yo ) but not the ^ by the \ ; which is a mistake, 
the sense being what we have mentioned, as is proved 
by what IH mentions in the CM, and another [autho- 
rity] in the CHd f Jrb) : (c) if the ^ [before the o (R)] 
be mobile, (a) it is not changed (M, R, Jrb) into a [pure 
(R)] j (R, Jrb), (oc) because a barrier, vid. the vowel, 
occurs between the ^ and d (I Y, R, Jrb), since the place 
of the vowel, in respect of the consonant, is [said to be 
(Jrb)] after it [667,697] (IY, Jrb) : ( 6 ) because this sub- 
stitution here belongs to the class of incorporation, since 
it contains an approximation of one sound to another, 
for which reason they mention it with incorporation 
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[733] ; and therefore, as the vowel prevents incorpor&' 
tiou |_731], so here [it prevents substitution] (IY) : (y) 
because the consonant is strengthened by the vowel 
(IY, R, Jrb), so that it is not converted (IY, R), since 
the consonant is not converted, except after its being 
weakened by quiescence (IY) : (b) nothing, therefore, 
remains [as an alternative to sounding the ^© plain], 
except simulation because of [the ^o 's] vicinity [to the^ 
in outlet] (R) ; [and accordingly they sometimes make it 
simulate the \ (M), [so that] the \ is simulated by it even 
when mobile (SH), simulation being allowable because [it 
is the weaker of the two ways, since (IY)] it involves 
some regard for the ^o (IY, Jrb), and therefore does not 

3 
act like incorporation (IY), as ^<Xo issued, emanated? 

and \JdSo spoke truth (M, SH), where that simulation is 
regular, constant, [because nothing but the vowel of the 
u* intervenes between the ^ and o ] (IY) : ( a ) [such] 
intermixture [of sound] is rarer in the mobile than in 
the quiescent [ ^ ], since the mobile is made to accord, 
in this respect, with the quiescent, which is altered only 
because of its weakness by reason of quiescence (R) r 
( 3 ) conversion into \ is not allowable, except in what 
has been heard from the Arabs (I Y) : (y) if the ^ and 
& be separated by more than one vowel, [as by one or 
two consonants (R),] simulation .is not constant, but h 
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confined to what has been heard from the Arabs (IY, K), 






like oLo issuing, emanating (R), and ^LLo ; and [simi- 
larly] h\'J> [733] (M, R), because the b is like the j> (IY, 
R) : (d) such aspj yl^LlV. 48.[695] is Kalbl(SH), which 
means that, if the ^ be mobile, it is not changed into ^ 
except in the dial, of Kalb ( Jrb) ; [for] the clan of Kalb 
convert the ^ occurring before the o into ^ , as others 
convert it into ^ [695], because, since the ^ and <Jj are 
incongruous, the ^ being surd, and the \j vocal [734], 
they change the ^ into ; , which is akin to the ^ in 
outlet [732] and sibilance [734], and to the j> in vocality 
(R) : (e) like the sjo in simulation are the _ and J^ , as 

) 3 

yd^\ y& He is more worthy and jiJ^il wide in the 

corner of the mouth (M), for )d^\ and ^J><x&! (IY) : (a) 
the ^ [quiescent before the ^ (R)] is made to simulate 
the ^ (IY, R), because, though the ^ is not from the 
same outlet as the \ , still [the outlet of J the v is extended 
until it merges in the highest part [of the outlet] of the 
ifi , which is therefore from approximately the same 
outlet as the v [732] ; while in surdity and laxity it is 
likely the ^ [734] ; so that the ^ may be simulated by 
it, as by the ^ , because it is from a position near the \ : 
and similarly the _ , which they approximate to the \ , 

because it is from the same outlet as the b £ [732] (IY) : 
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{b) ^tX^I and (j'tX&f with simulation [of the sound of the 
^ by the _. and J* occurring before the & (R)] are rare 
(SH) : but this is contrary to what is stated by S, who 
says, about imbuing the like of this <j£ with the sound 
of the -y , that sounding plain is more frequent and 
recognized ; while this is [good] Arabic, [and] frequent 
(R) : (c) [Jrb takes " with simulation " to mean] with 
simulation of the j£ by the _> , and of the -* by the <j£ , 
there being no real difference between them, since the 
pronunciation [of the — and ji ] in s Jc* I and ^Jju* I 
[733], when simulation is employed in them, is one 
(Jrb) : (d) the jt and — may not be made a pure \ , likd 

the \jo and ^ above, because they are not from the outlet 
of the two latter, [which have the same outlet as the ^ ] 
(R) : (f) the sum of the matter is that this substitution 
and approximation are [found in letters] of three kinds, 
(a) a letter wherein substitution and simulation are 
allowable, vid. where two causes are combined, as in the 
u© , which they ( a ) make to simulate the ^ , but do not 
change into [pure] \ , in order to preserve the covering ; 
(/3) change into [pure] \ , from the strength of the affi- 
nity between the ^j> and \ , the former being from the 
same outlet as the latter [732], and like it in sibilance 
[734] : (b) a letter wherein only substitution is allowable; 
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vid. the j* , because there is no covering in it to be pre- 
served [by simulation] : (c) a letter wherein only simula- 
tion is allowable, vid. the ja , which they do not change 
into \ , because of the distance between it and the]outlet 
of the } ; and similarly the -. (IY) : (3) as a pure ^ , 
which is the o. f. (IY, Jrb) ; and, says S, is the most 
frequent (IY) : (a) this is indicated by the saying of 
[Z and] IH (Jrb) " S says that simulation is more fre- 
quent and racy than substitution " (M), meaning " with 
the quiescent ^o " (IY) : " while sounding plain [below] 
is more frequent" (M, SH) "than both" (SH), i. e., 
than simulation and substitution (R, Jrb) ; or [in some 
MSS (MAR)] a in both ", i. e., in the quiescent ^ , 
and the quiescent or mobile yo , occurring before the *.> 
(R) : (b) by " sounding plain " he means (R, Jrb) pro- 
nouncing the yjo or ,j« pure, without conversion or inter- 
mixture of sound (R), [i. e.,] leaving it in its first state 
(Jrb) : (c) in the quiescent yo before the o , sounding 
plain is most frequent, then simulation, and then conver- 
sion into \ (R) : (d) in the quiescent ^ also, sounding 

plain, as Jjuo , is more frequent than substitution, as 
<Jj>j-) (Jrb). This is the end of what is mentioned by 
[Z, IH, and] IM in the chapter on Substitution (A). 

§. 696A. Substitution occurs in other letters also ; 
but is not common. And I have thought fit to supple- 
ment what has been previously mentioned by an exhaustive, 
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but concise, discourse upon the substitution of all the 
letters, arranging them according to their order in 
outlets [732] :— (1) the Hamza [683]: (2) the t [684] : 
(3) the » [690] : (4) the g is substituted for two letters, 

(a) the — , as ^^> for *jy6 (A) : (a) one says ^Jl) I ^.^o 

* -*■ • 
The horse snorted, like *u> , i. e., uttered a sound not a 

neigh, nor a whinny (Sn) : (b) the Hamza, as |jo\ ^j^ 

Jsts [527, 580, 682], i. q. ^f , which is the U^Jl of 

Tamlm : (5) the g is substituted for two letters, (a) the 

^ , as joJuu ^.iai xJe swung Jus arms up and down, aor. 

9 ' ' ' ' 9 * * 

+hJu , i. q. jiai^ [682], aor. Ja^o , transmitted by 

IJ : (b) the g , in ^jjfcJ for ^jl) (A), a dial, var. of JjJ 
[537, 688] (Sn) : AlFarazdak says 

[688] Tarry, my two companions, with us : may-be we 
shall see the courts, or the trace of the booths (Jh) : (6) 

the _ is substituted for the g , as ,^ for *j^ [682], 

which is rare: (7) the ^ is substituted for the g , as 

^L\ for ^i| [682]: (a) reciprocity therefore occurs 
between them, [i. e., substitution of each of them for the 
other (Sn) ;] but that [reciprocity (Sn)] is extremely rare : 
(8) the o is substituted for the <J , as ^ for iU5^ [682], 
transmitted by Khl : (9) the J is substituted for two 
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letters, (a) the o » as Istox Is [682] : (a) reciprocity 
therefore occurs between them ; but substitution of the J 
for the \jj is more frequent than its converse : (b) the o , 
in xJ\ JIpT &\ b [129, 169, 682] : (10) the ^ [694] : 
(11) the ji is substituted for three letters, (a) the J 
denoting the /em., as iJ»kaS\ I honored thee for ^i^u^\ , 

which is the *lSL$S oi Tamlm [617, 680, 682] : (b) the 
^ , in the saying 

ill £&a£ £ime, aoAen £Ae 6ond o/ union was strong, i. e,, 
^xjJuo : (a) IU says " But no other [ex.'] has been pie- 
served ; and that is facilitated by the agreement of the 
_. and jt in outlet " [732] : (c) the ^ , as L p^cc..f> for 
y^^jto , which is despicable, mean ; and forms its pi. 
[ u *ju*U=* ( Jh)] with y* , not jfc , by which the substitu- 
tion is known [682] : (12) the & [685] : (13) the yj> is 

substituted for the J , in Juq.t> J^ , i. e., tX-U> [682] 
(A) : (a) some MSS have " the ^o is substituted for two 

m Q ' G ' G © -" G > ^ 

letters, the ^ in JbLo for JsL** , and the J in t\*a> J^^ 
i. e., jj^"; and, according to this version, A's saying 

below " the ^o is substituted for the ^ , as Jblwo " [695] 
is a repetition : but other MSS have " the ^6 ", i. e., the 

dotted, "is substituted for the J , etc." [above]; and, 

151a 
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according to this version, there is no repetition : [and 
moreover the prescribed " order in outlets " necessitates 
the placing of the ^6 here, and the ^ below, because in 
order of outlets the ^o is the 13th letter, and the ^ the 

20th :] (b) the two versions are- opposed in jLtd:* J^ v , 
which the first requires to be with the undotted ^ , and 
the second with the dotted ^o : therefore examine it 
carefully ; for I have not found in the books on lexi- 
cology, after consulting [them], anything about the two 
expressions (Sn) : but Sn's saying " I have not found 
etc/' requires consideration, because the author of the 

9 o *> 9 • • 

KF writes [ cX^i^ i. q., jJU> , where they change the J 
into v& (KF) r distinguishing] it with the red color indi- 
cating that it is one of his additions to the Sahah ; while 
his Glossator objects that it is found in the Sahah, i. e., 
where Jh says, in the crude-form jJU» , " And some- 
times they say <X^ Ji^% , making the J , with the ^ , 
a ^6 , when it is quiescent " ; and I have seen that the 
author of the Mr, in the 32nd chapter, on [the Recogni- 
tion of (Mr)] substitution, transcribes from the DAd 
[by Frb (HKh)] the like of what is in the Sahah : and 
God is the guide ! (Note by Nasr alHurini on the mar- 
gin of the Sn) : (14) the J [691] : (15) the ; is substi- 

tuted for the J in SJtj i. q. xJjcj [682], and J^ 1. q. JoU 
[537] : (16) the ^ [688] : (17) the h [692] : (18) the o 
[693] : (19) the v^ [689] : (20) the ^ [695] : (21) thej 



{ 1393 ) 

fj696] (A): (22) the ^ [below] is substituted, [say they 
<R)/] for [three letters (A),] (a)the«y ir\5JsSl\ I [671,682, 
759] (R, A), according to one of the two accounts [759] 

(A), its o. /.being tX^J> ! (R, A), from <Xs^ [702] (R), i. q, 
*Xb>! (MAR) : (a) its o. /. is also said to be dJe & **»\ 
"[759] ; but in that case it contains no proof [of substitu- 
tion of the y- ] : (b) it is the like of t\iaju»| that Z lays 
hold of [as evidence that the ^ is a letter of substitu . 
tion] ; not A*** I , as IH says [682] (R) : (b) the J^ , in 
o^tX^uc [ J^ a mail (R)] bound Jast for j>^<X^ (R, A), 
<and iiOu*/ for sjuc [337], where the Jl is original, because 

y ^ ^ ^ *» 

it is more often employed (R) : (c) the J -, in &k&Cwl 
picked it up, for &ki£;cJ1 , which [substitution of the ^ for 
the J (Sn)] is -extremely anomalous : (23) the it [below] : 
(a) I have not seen any instance of its [unincorporative] 
substitution : (24) the 3 is substituted for two letters, 
(a) the o , in the reading fa S Jli VIII. 59. [682] : (b) 

the e? , in J^JI pjoub* for jvixls meaning The man was 
slow, or bachuard, in answering [682] (A) : (a) IH does 
not reckon the <j* [above] of such as *+H| , nor the 6 
and Jb [above] in J*o I and pJLb! [682], among the letters 
of substitution, because the substitution in these things 
is not intended for itself ; but. since the ^ , 3 f and ic are 
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approximate to the ^ in outlet [732], they intend incor- 
poration, which is not possible in two approximate letters 
until they are made alike [735] ; so that the cj is con- 
verted into (j* , 6 , and id respectively ; and, since the 
substitution is for the sake of incorporation, he does not 
take it into account (R) : (25) the o is substituted for 

O »C> O 9 « 9 

two letters, (a) the o , in jy** , orig. jyJJus [676] ; (b) the 
6 , in syi^ for ^UJf ^ Hjdc=» a brand from the fire : (26) 
the o is substituted for two letters, (a) the & , in (a) pU 
j!ix jli Jo) , i. e., ^^k jw [540, 682], transmitted by 

C 9 

Ya'kub : (b) «jj , [which is wheat (K, B on II. 58) ; 

and is said for bread (B), whence UJ ly^.5 Make bread 

for us (K, B), i. e., t;V^t (K) ; and is said to be (K, B)] 

i. q. fj.3 garlic (A), which is indicated by the reading of 

[ <Abd Allah ( Jh)] Ibn Mas'ud IqJl^ l^d^j U^'j 

II, 58. And its garlic, and its lentils, and its onions, 
being more congruous with the " lentils " and " onions " 

(K) : (b) the u> , in aulib 5<Xi> Ta&e ii m its time, i. e., 

«s ° 

auLb [meaning *£>£ ^ (Sn)] : (27) the ^ is substituted 
for two letters, (a) the ^ in viJU-wf b [682], meaning 

*9 °»o ' © »0> . O J o 9 

**JUa*| lx> : (b) the o in JjC**j meaning JdC«i (A), like 
jols male hedge-hog and — ^\ [392]> *h e Aow« ^a£ 

4 
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comes m last in the race ; whence JjCwi Jb*j , like 
— o^ , a lotv man (Sn), for which the vulgar say 

JjCli with Damm (Jh) : (28) the r [687] : (29) the ; 
[686] (A). 



* 



CHAPTER X. 



TRANSFORMATION OF THE UNSOUND. 

§. 697. Unsoundness is the liability of the affected 
[letter or formation] to alteration from its [original] 
state. The meaning of transformation is alteration [70S] 
(IY). Transformation [in their conventional language 
(R)] is [peculiar to (R)] alteration of the unsound letter, 
[i. e., the I, ^ , or ^ , by conversion, elision, or quiescence 
(R),] for alleviation [719] (SH). IH's saying "alter- 
ation" comprises transformation, alleviation of the Hamza 
[658], and substitution [682] : but, when it is restricted 
by his saying " of the unsound letter", then alleviation 
of the llamza and some substitutions, vid. for what is 
not an unsound letter, as in JiLysl [691], are excluded; 
and, when he says " for alleviation ", then such [a substi- 
tution] as [in] JLc [683] for |JL& is excluded. Thus 
between alleviation of the Hamza and transformation 
there is a total dissimilarity : but between transforma- 
tion and substitution there is a community in one 
respect, since both are found in such as JU* [684, 703]; 
while transformation without substitution is found in 
J Jb [below], and substitution' without transformation in 
JiU^I [above] (Jrb). Alteration of the Hamza by one 
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of the three [modes], as in ^1^ [658], &X*+* , and sL* , is 
not called " transformation ", but u alleviation of the 
Hamza". Nor is the substitution of letters other than 
the unsound letters and the Hamza, as in eJlLa [690] and 
JsJU [694] for ^)L[ and ^JU ; nor their elision, as in ^ 
for^w=> [275]; nor their quiescence, as in Jo£ for Jo^ 
[368]. IH's saying a for alleviation " is to exclude the 
alteration of the unsound letters in the six ns., as viJjj! 
[16], vi)L?l , and *jJLo! ; and in the du. and perf.pl. masc, 

as ^LJLu^c and ^x^L^jc [16, 228], £^JL~* and ^y*^^ 
[16, 234] : that being for inflection, not alleviation (R). 
Transformation includes [three things (Jrb),] conversion, 
[as Juf (Jrb) ;] quiescence, [as Jjb (Jrb) ; ] and elision 
(SH), as v«JU [703] (Jrb). The expression u conversion " 
is peculiar, in their conventional language, to substitu- 
tion^ the unsound letters and the Hamza [278, 682], 
one in place of another : while, in the case of letters 
other than the four [just mentioned], the well-known 
expression is " substitution", which is likewise used in 
the case of the Hamza also (R). Transformation by- 
elision is of two kinds, regular and anomalous (A). The 
[regular (A)] elision, [which is what IM addresses 
himself to mentioning in this section (A),] is of three 
sorts (Aud, A), [only the second of which properly 
belongs to this chapter, while that deals only with 
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elision of the o :-] (1) what appertains to the aug. 
letter (Aud, Sn), when the v. is on the measure of Jotit , 
in which case the Hamza is elided [347, 428, 661, 699] 
in the paradigms of its aor. and act. and pass, parts., as 

j.Jl , j^Ju , i-yXj , r y6 , j^Xo , and^£o ; while the saying 
[of Abu Hayyan alFak'asi (Tsr)] 

x y o £ * off o ff J C >• 

to-^j ^ J^l &jLi 

jpbr verily he is worthy to be honored is anomalous 
( Aud) : (a) this Hamza may not be retained, according 
to the o. /., except in poetic license, as *>Jt J^>t *Ai 

[above] ; or in a word deemed extraordinary, as SLo^o ^ I 
with Kasr [or Fath, as in the KF (Sn),] of the <j , i. e., 
land abounding in hares , and v_^x> fcL^i. e., tvrapper 
ivhose wool is mixed with fur of hares, according to the 
saying that the Hamza ofyjJ is aug. [672], which is 
the more obvious [hypothesis] : (b) if the Hamza of Juti I 
be changed into s , as (JjL# for (j!^ I [690], or g , as J^jlc 

Jj^l ivatered the camels for Jc^jf , it is not elided, 
because the motive for elision is lacking : so that you 
say (3.^3 [with Fath of the 5 (Sn)], and [similarly (Sn)] 

S^J 9 «"• * 9 "* 9 • ' 9 S • ' 9 

{jfey&o and oLgjo ; and Ug^Lgjiju , act. part. J^gJiju> ,pass. 

& ' s * s 9 

part. xJLjaa* (A) : (2) what appertains to the o (Aud, 
Sn) of the v. [699] (Aud) : (3) what appertains to the g 
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{ Aud, Sn) or J , according to different opinions (Sn), oT 
the v. [759] (Aud). " Euphonic elision" [281] is a term 
Well-known, in their conventional language, to denote 
elision regularly made for a necessitating cause, like the 
elision of the I of L^ and the ,5 of ^oU [16, 643] ; and 
*' curtailing elision", or [" arbitrary elision ", i. e.,] " elision 
for no cause ", to denote irregular elision, like the elision 
of the J of Jo and *o [719], though it also is an elision 
for alleviation (R). Transfer of the vowel [667] of the 
unsound [mobile (Aud)] letter to the preceding sound 
quiescent [706] occurs in four cases, vid. when the 
unsound letter is the g of (1) a v. [703] : (2) a n. resembl- 
ing the aor. in its measure, but not in its augment; or 
{Aud, Sn) conversely (Sn), in its augment, but not in 
its measure [712] (Aud) : (3) [an inf. n. commensurable 
with (Aud)] <JUi£ or Ju&u*! (Aud, Sn), as ^Lsl and 
^kiL[ [338, 703] (Aud): (4) [the form (Aud)] JUL' 
[703, 709, 714] (Aud, Sn). And, in the four cases, 
■after the transfer, you must (1) retain the unsound 
letter, if it be homogeneous with the vowel transferred 
[from it (Tsr)l, as J^il [above] and L^ [703, 704, 721], 
orig. Jyb and mo , like Jucib and l-h^j [482]; (2) 
convert it into a letter akin to that vowel, if it be not 
homogeneous therewith, as v_jUx> [703, 704, 721] and 
^-fl^u [aor. of wiLb.| frightened (Tsr)], oy*ig. o^u and 

152* 



( 1400 ) 



o > 



o^u , like vJ*dS [482] and r; Jb [404] (Aud). [Trans- 
fer of the vowel is, therefore, subsidiary to quiescence, 
with or without conversion ; and is not an independent 
mode of transformation.] The letters of transformation 
are the I , ; , and tf [253, 643, 663] (M, SH), which are 
so named because of the regular alterations that occur 
in them (Jrb). These [three (R)] letters are [also] 
named "unsound letters" [below], because they [often 
(IY)] alter (IY, R), and do not remain in one state j 
like the invalid disordered in constitution, and altering 
from one state to another (R). And, for that reason, 
some make Hamza [below] one of the unsound letters ; 
but the majority do not reckon it, since, in many cats., 
that invariable regularity, which obtains in the unsound 
letter, does not obtain in it (Jrb). The alteration of 
these [three] letters, however, in quest of lightness, is 
not because they are extremely heavy, but because they 
are so extremely light [671] that they do not tolerate 
the least heaviness : and also because they are frequent 
in speech, since, if a word be free from any of them, its 

freedom from their constituents 1 mean the vowels 

[below] is impossible; while every [letter] frequent 

[in occurrence] is deemed heavy, even if it be light (R). 
The vowels [663] are really parts of the unsound letters ; 
to pronounce a consonant with Damm, Kasr, or Fath 
being really to put, immediately after it, part of the y , 
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^g ?. or I , respectively. For mobility and quiescence are 
qualities of corporeal substances, and do not reside in 
sounds : but when, immediately after a consonant, you 
put part of a letter of prolongation [663], the consonant 
is named " mobile ", as though you moved it to the 
outlet [732] of the letter of prolongation; while "quies- 
cence" of the consonant is opposed to that. The vowel, 
therefore, is after the consonant [667, 696, 719, 731] ; but, 
from the excess of its attachment thereto, is fancied to 
be with, not after, it. And, when you implete the vowel, 
which is part of the letter of prolongation, it becomes a 
complete letter of prolongation (R on IH upon Inflec- 
tion). Syt says, on the authority of the Author of the 
Basit and others, "The vowels are six:— (1 — 3) the 
well-known three ; (4) a vowel between Fatha and Kasra, 
which is the one before the I pronounced with Imala 
[626] ; (5) a vowel between Fatha and Damma, which is 
the one before the broad I in "Warsh's reading of such as 

J&Lo [733], SlTj , and sl*^ ; (6) a vowel between Kasra and 
Damma, which is the vowel of Ishmam [436, 668, 706] 
in such as Jo^ and ^c^c in XI. 46. [436], according to 
the reading of Ks " (Sn on the Pro- Agent) and Hisham 
(MKh). All three [letters (IY)] occur in the three 
kinds [625], [ns. (IY),] as JU and Jli [703], [ Jdl^L 
cistern, pool and (IY)] Ly* [674], and [ v^-o tent and 

(IY)] yd>u eggs ; [vs., as (IY)] JU [703], J.U. tried to get, 
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and ^G [683, 698]; and [ps., as Li and (IY)]£[54tf> 

547], y [585], and °J [595] (M). The | , however, (l) 
fn [decl. (IY, SH)] ns. and in vs., is not rad., but [only 
(IY) either (Jrb) aug. or converted (M, Jrb)] from a; 
[rai. (IY)] ^ or ^ (M, SH), because, (a) in the decl. n. r 
(a) when tril, it is impossible to begin with I [673], while 
the final is the seat of the inflectional vowels [16], and 
the medial is mobile in the dim. [274] ; so that it is not 
possible to constitute [any of] them an f , [since the I is 
quiescent] ; (6) when quad., the first, second, and fourth 
[cannot be I s], because of what has been mentioned 
[about the initial, medial, and final] in the tril. ; while 
the third [also] is mobile in the dim. [274] : (c) when 
quin. } the first, second, and third [cannot be an I J, 
because of what has been mentioned 'about the corre- 
sponding letters] in the quad.) while the fifth is the seat 
of inflection, and so is the fourth [upon the elision of the 
fifth] in the dim. [274] and broken pi. [245] : (b) in the 
v., (a) when tril., because all three [letters] are mobile 
in the pret. [403] : (b) when quad., because it follows the 
tril. ; but some mention that the f in o^L*. and v^ul^Lc 
[674] is unconverted (R) : (2) in: ps. [673, 686] is [only 
(M)] rad., because they are prim, [and (Jrb)] aplastic 
(M, Jrb), no o. f. being recognizable for them other than 
this apparent one, which is therefore not to be deviated 
from without proof : so that the I of Lo or S [above] is not 
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Said to be atig., for lack of a derivation wherein its f is 

missing ; nor to be a subst^ because substitution is a kind 

of plasticity, and is not recognized for ps. ( Jrb) : (a) 

similarly, [for lack of derivation (Jrb),] in (a) uninfl* n$. 

[673, 686] (IY, Jrb), which go far in resemblance tops. 

[147,159]; (&) imitative ejs. [200] (IY); (c) foreign 

names [673, 676] (IY, Jrb), which follow the course of 

jos in that their I s are rad., not aug. } nor converted, 

because we decide that, in the case of ps. } for lack of 

derivation, which [lack] is found in these names (IY). 

The formations, [whether unaugmented or augmented 

(R),] are divisible into sound and unsound (SH), 

because they either have not, or have, an unsound letter 

for one of their rad. letters (Jrb). The quad. n. or v. 

is not unsound, nor reduplicated [below], nor formed 

with Hamza [below] in the \J [672]. Nor is the qitin 

reduplicated : but, in the \j alone, it is sometimes 

unsound, as J^j%j [671, 675] ; or formed with Hamza, as 

9 o ^ o 

J^kot [283, 672]. The quad., however, is reduplicated, 
on condition that a rad. letter be interposed between 
the two likes, as j|J^ [332, 671] (R). The unsound 
[formation] is what contains an unsound letter (SH) in 
in its crude-form, i. e., in the position of the o , c , or 
J , [this clause being added by R] in order that the 
definition may not [appear to] be infringed by such as 
d^yL and Jil^ [482, 483] and J^II [404, 674]. By the 
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" unsound letter " IH means the ^ , the I , and the g , 
which are named " unsound letters" [above] because, in 
many positions, they are not preserved, nor sounded 
true, i. e., do not remain in their [original] state ; but 
are altered by conversion, quiescence, and elision. The 
Hamza [above], though it shares with them [in unsound- 
ness] in this sense [658, 682], is not currently named 
"unsound letter" [726] in conventional language. The 
formations are divisible also into (1) formed, and not 
formed, with Hamza, the former being sometimes sound, 
as yo| commanded, JL* ashed, and \J$ read; and some- 

times unsound, as J I and J t ^ [357] : aud similarly the 
latter, as SJd [482, 671] and Sl^ [699] : (2) reduplicat- 
ed and unreduplicated, the former being either sound, as 
ju> extension [731] ; or unsound, as Oy affection, ^s» living 
[698, 728], and *y> [685 (case 1, a, a)] : and similarly the 
latter, as vlj-i [331] and X05 [698, 699]. But IH omits 
these two divisions. And similarly the reduplicated is 
either formed with Hamza, like v I [rousing and inciting 
(MAR)] ; or not so, like tU> [above]. The " formed with 
Hamza" is what has a Hamza for one of its rad. letters, 
like j*\ , J Lw , and \J$ [above]. And the " reduplicated" 
is what has its £ and J alike, which is the frequent 

[formation, like Ju) above] ; or its o and g , like ^o 
[357], which is extremely rare [672, 674, 683] : or has 
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two rad. letters repeated after two rad. letters, as JJ\ 
[332, 674]. As for what has its o and J alike, as JjJL? 
[674, 685, 690, 698], it is not named "reduplicated " (R). 
The divisions of the unsound [formations] are seven, 
because the unsound letter is (1) not multiple, being (a) 
a J , (b) an g , (c) a J ; (2) multiple, (a) two, (a) con- 
joined in the ( a ) vj and c , as Jo^ woe and ^ day 
[698], from which [division] no v. is formed [41]; ( 8) £ 
and J , as ^S [728] : (6) separated, [as ^ and ^ below] : 

(b) more than two, as fo and &L [698], names of letters, 
which [division] IH does not mention, because of its 
rarity (Jrb). The unsound, (1) in the o , is [named 
(Jrb)] quasi-sound (SH), because it resembles the sound 
(R, Jrb) in the freedom of its pret. from transformation, 
as J^ and wa*u [663, 699], contrary to the hollow and 
defective [below] : (a) it is named after the quality of 
the pret.y because the xxor. is a deriv. of the pret. in 
form, since it is a pret. augmented by the aoristic letter 
[369, 404, 671], and altered in its vowels [404, 482] ; so 
that the pret. is the primary paradigm of the vs. in 
form (R) : (2) in the g , is [named] (R, Jrb)] (a) hollow 
(SH), by assimilation to the thing whose inside we 
have taken, so that it remains hollow, because its c is 
often gone, as v^Jj? and ^uL [703], $s and L [663, 703], 
jib p and ^ p [703] (R) : (b) tril. [below] (SH), from 
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regard to the first of the pret. forms, since the etymolo- 
gists, when they conjugate the pret. and aor. f mostly 
begin with the 1st per*., as cio^o I struck, because the 
person of the speaker is the nearest to him ; while the 
1st pars, of the hollow is of three letters, as oJi> and 

ciou [abovo] (R): (3) in the J , is [named (R, Jrb)] 
(a,) defective (SH), from regard to the reason for 
its being named " defective " in the chapter oa 
Inflection [16] : for there it is named from the 
deficiency of its inflection; while here it is named 
from the deficiency of its final letter in the imp., 

as yil [428, 431, 719], *>! , and [ Ju^\ ; and apoc., as yu» ¥ 
[404, 719], r y$ , and j£$$(R): (b) quad, [below] 
(SH), because, though it contains an unsound letter, it 
does not become tril. in the first of the pret. forms, as 
the hollow does (R), since its pret. is of four letters 

when you predicate of yourself, [as v^yc I raided and 

o^yo> I shot] (Jrb): (a) their being named u tril." and 
" quad" [above] is from regard to the v., not the n. (R) : 

Oo/ Go , 

(4) in the o and g , [as ^ and ^j£ wercy (R),] or in 

the g and J , [as ^^ purposed, {S ^ lived, and Sy> (R)J 
is [named (R, Jrb) reduplicated in one respect, and (R)] 
complex-conjoined (SH) in another (R), because of the 
complexity and conjunction of the two unsound letters 
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{Jrb) : (5) in the o and J , [as ^ ivas governor aud ^ 
guarded (R),] is [named (Jib)] complex-separate (SH), 
because of the complexity and separation of the two 
unsound letters in it (Jrb). 

§. 698. Z [followed by IH] now begius to show 
you the positions of these letters in words. As for the 
I , its matter has been mentioned ; and that it is not rad. 
in decl. ?is., nor in vs. [697]. But, as for the ^ and ^ , 
they are sometimes rad. ; and occur as o , £ , or J (IY). 
The [unaug. (M)] ^ and ^ agree [in their positions (M),] 
in that (1) both occur as (a) o s, as <X*j [683, 697, 699] 
and^o [368, 689] (M, SH), Jloj arrived and ^^-o t£;as 
dry (IY) : (b) £ s, as jjs and ^ [663] (M, SH), ^li 
withstood [713] and ljT ? [683, 697] (IY) : (c) J s , as 
yjl and ^[719] (M, SH), vl,^ and «LI^ [697, 71S>] 
(IY) : (d) p and J (M, R), together, as VJ [697] and 
&X2» serpent (M) ; [and] as Is [729] and ^j [a she-camel's 
2/oungr one (MAR)], ^ [697, 730. A] and ^ incapable : 
(a) both [double ^ and double ^5 ] are as ra e as a double 
guttural for £ and J , like ^.s^J [stuck together (MAR)], 

£> [vomited (MAR)], and ^ [200] : (b) double Hamza 
is not used for £ and J ; aud doable 5 for them is 
extraordinary, as «j [failed, broke down, in his speech 
(MAR)] and ^y } ^ If ( ) he (the drunken man) 

153 a 
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belched in my face (MAR) : (2) either of them precedes 
the other, when [they are combined at the beginning of 
the word, one of them being (IY)] a o , and [the other 

G c G o • 

(IY)] an g , as J^ and ^ [697] (M, SH) : (a) precedence 
of the y is more frequent; as though they disliked the 
transition from the & to what is heavier than it, vid. the 
• (IY) : (b) the oasa^ and the casa. have not been 
heard [together], except m ^ and _ ^ [a name of The 
sun (Jh on _ ^ , KF)] ; nor the converse, except in Jl>: , 

6 o Go Go 

^•5 > u"tj > an ^ yi!j woe or wwcy [41, 200] (R). And 
they differ in that (1) the ^ precedes the ^ (M, SH) as 
[ o or] j and J respectively (SH), as [ o^'5 I guarded 
and (M)] oo^Ja 7 folded (M, R, Jrb), where they put 
the 5 before the ^ (IY), which is frequent, as [ \^jJj 
I tvas governor and o^^ I fulfilled,'] c^>o [I perished 

(MAR)] and ^Zf y i (R) 7 erra* (MAR) : whereas [the 
converse (SH)] precedence [of the ^ before the y (M, 
Jrb)] does not occur (M, SH), with the ^ as [ ^i or] £ , 
and the . as J (R, Jrb), because tie last letter ought to 
be lighter than what precedes it, since the word grows 
heavier as its letters increase, and the last letter is the 
seat of inflection : (a) ^ and ^ for g and J respectively, 
* as in oo Js [above], are more frequent than double ^ , 
as in O [above]; so that, when the a. f. is obscure, 
conformity with the first is more proper, for which 
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reason the dem. |j» is said to be orig. ^p , not '^> [293] 

(R) : (b) the ^ in u Lx^ [and s^a^ (M)] is a szt&s*. for a 
<5 (M, SH), according to S and his school (R), like the 
y in gjlla. [686] (M), oW<7. ibll^ (IY), the o./. being 

^Lll^ [730. A] (M, Jrb) and &11I> [Part I, Note on p. 8, 
1. 1] (M), where they substitute a ^ for the second ^ , from 
dislike of the reduplication : this is the opinion of S and 
Khl (IY) : (a) by analogy ,jLxa^ should be (jL>L=» , 
because the [first] ^ is mobile, and preceded by a letter 
pronounced with Fath [684, 703]; but they let [the g 
in] it remain mobile, in order that the word may corre- 
spond with what it signifies, [vid. animal,] in mobility, 
like J§^L [331, 684 (condition 11, a), 703] and ^li£L 
fluttering ; while in ^Uy? inanimate object [703] they 
make ojo£>. conform to opp. : (b) for the same reason they 
do not incorporate [the two^ s] in [ ^U-l=* o. /. of] jjLa^ ; 
but, since they dislike the combination of two similar 
letters, they convert the second into ^ ; not the first, 
because alteration is more appropriate in [the second as 
being] the final [of the crude-form] (Jrb) : (c) Mz holds 
that the y of ^1^* is [not substituted, but (IY)] original 
(IY, R) ; nor is there in ^^^ Hived [728, 730. A] any 
proof that the second [unsound letter] is [orig.] a ^ , 
because it may have been converted into ^ on account 
oftfie preceding letter's being pronounced wrh Kasr 
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[685 (case 1, a), 724] : but S arrives at his decision 
because, if the . wore made original, ^\y*?» would have 
no counterpart in their language (R) ; and the [correct] 

opinion is that of S : (cZ) there is no word, says S, like 

>•• ^ 

Sja^> [4, 685 (case 7, c, b, y), 689, 716] in their language, 

i. e., none whose g is a ^ , and J a ^ ; while S^j^ [itself] 
is orig. &ajl=* [above], because it is from ^&> [697, 728] ; 
(e) the substitute a ^ for the last ,5 , irregularly, for a 
kind of alleviation, through the difference of the two 
letters, because they deem reduplication, and uniformity 
of the two letters, to be heavy (IY) : (2) the ^ occurs 
as (a) o and g [together (M)] in ^^ Yain [715, 730. 
A] (M, SH), which is the name (M, R) of a place (M), 
[L e.,] of a valley (R) ; and has no counterpart (IY, R), 

known to me (R), among n$. : (a) this is like ^y and 
^SS [674, 697] in the sound (IY) : (b) o and J [together 
(M)] in [ Ju , orig. ^Ju with quiescence of the o , its J 
being proved to be a & by their saying (IY)] v^tX* 
(M, SH), i. e., [I hit on the hand, or (R)] Ibestoived a 
favor (IY, R, Jrb) : the poet [of the Bank Asad (T)] 
says 
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[I bestowed upon the son of Hashds, or in one version 
jjj,!^ JIassds, Ibn Wahb, in the lowest part of Dhu-l- 
Jidhdt, the javor of the generous (T)] : and in the du. 
they say ^Qjo , as pif ^lil? ^dS [231, 306]; and 
^tjo , which is more frequent, from the permanence of 
the elision (IY) : whereas the ^ doss not occur like that 
[in case (a) or (b)] (M, SH), except in (a) jj f [357, 683, 
699], according to the soundest [opinion] (SH), i. e., 
that its o and g are ^ s : (a) the truth is that the ^ and 
<5 agree here in being, each of them, o and p together ; 
but each in one word only : (p) in the sound letters also 
homogeneity of the o and g , as in *-o [with two o s, 
which I think to be exotic, not of the speech of the 
Arabs, a hind oj wild beast, which the Persians name 

6 + s> 

j-o tiger (Jk)], is rare [699], extraordinary, from the 
concurrence of two likes, together with the impossibility 
of incorporating the first into the second : (c) the 
disagreeableness is somewhat lessened by the occur- 
rence of separation between them, as in ^S [373] ; or 
by the existence of a cause necessitating incorporation, 
as in J^f [above] (R) : (b) ft [683 (case 1, c, a), 697, 
72S], according to one account (SH) : (a) F holds that 
its o. /. is yfy , from dislike to forming the word of 
[three] ^ s, which [sort of formation] does no't occur 
[even] in the sound letter, except in the single word 2Lo 
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JBabba [4], and that [only] because of its being [an imita- 
tion of (MAJR,)] a sound [Part I, Note on p. 8, I 19]; 

o 

but Akh holds that its o. /. is ^ , because the ^ does 
not precede the y as g and J respectively [above] (R) : 

(6) if we say that ^ is composed of y , ^ , and ^ , 
because the ca£. of jljlu* [below] is more numerous than 

that of &o [above]; then the y is like the ^ in occurring 
as o and J [above] ; but, if we say that it is composed 
of y , y , and j , then the ^ is like the ^ in occurring as 

, g , and J [below] : (c) the reasons for saying the 
latter are ( a ) that, in the dim. of J^ , they say &jj I , by 
converting the o into Hamza, because it is the first of 
two initial y s [683, 699]; whereas, if its g were a ^ , 
then Xaj . would be said ; ( B ) that the g is a ^ , as in 
JU> shifted, ivas transmuted, more often than a ^ , as 
in glo 50?cZ [684, 703] ; while conformity with the more 
numerous {cat.] is better ( Jrb) : (c?) you say, according 
to the opinion of F, \y\j o^ Iivrote ay , converting the 

last y into ^ [685 (case 4), 727], as in v^a!&| and o*^-U 

1 elevated, exalted: but according to the opinion of 
Akh, oo ; l ; while Th says ^>j5 > which is rightly 
rejected by IJ, because the heaviness in oo^ is more 
than in J-ot;; [683, 699], on account of the combination 
of [three] y s (R) ; (e) they say that in Arabic there is 
no word whose o and J are y , except ^ [above] ; and 
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for that reason they prefer ^^ the fray to be written 
with tg (M), lest the o and J become ^ : (/) similarly 
we decide that the ^ in oul=»Ij I fraternized is substi- 
tuted for the Hamza in o^~> I , not that they are two 
dial, vars., because, the J in ^ I [16] being a ^ , as is 
proved by the du. jjf^t [231], the decision that the o 
is a . would lead to the establishment of a paradigm 
whose counterpart is rare in the language (IY) : (g) 
similarity of the o and J , even if they be sound, is rare 
in the tril, as (jJU and J«Xl [674, 685, 690, 697] (R) : 
(3) the <5 occurs as J , g , and J [together] in ouuu [I 

s 

wrote a ^ ( Jrb)], contrary to the ^ , except in ^ [above], 
according to one account (SH) : (a) the opinion of F is 
that the o, /.of &L [697] is ^ , so that he says 
SU^jv sL oj^j / wrote a beautifid ^ ; but, according to 
others, its o. /. is ^ : (b) there is a similar dispute 
between them about all the names of the letters of the 
alphabet whose second [letter] is an t , as b , U , and u : 
so that the others say v^aaj I wrote a <o , ouuj , cujo , 



) OGx 



etc. ; but F says v^o , v^o^J , ooyi , etc. : while their 
pl. [234], according to F, is %\^\ and *|j3| ; but, accord- 

mg to others, ?. Lol and % Us I : (c) the reason why the 
others decide that [the I s here are orig. ^ ] is the 
occurrence of Imala [639] in the whole of these names, 
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which is of no account, because they are pronounced 
with Imala only when they are indecl. [159, 321, 663] ; 
and at that time their I s are original, like the ! of U and 
$ [C97]: while their I s are judged to be converted only 
when another I is added at their end, and made into 
Hamza, by analogy to such as iLLs [683 (case 1), 723], 
vid. when they occur constructed, injl., in which case 
their I s are co-ordinated with the I 8 of the rest of the 
infl. ns. [697] in being [regarded as] converted [from a 
2 or ^ ] ; and then these names are not pronounced with 
Imala : so that their being pronounced with Imala before 
construction contains no proof that after construction 
their I s are orig. ^ : (d) the reason why F decides their 
f s to be [orig.'] ^ , and their J to be ^ , is that the cat. 
of v^o^is [above] and oo^i [697] is numerous, and more 
prevalent than the cat. of gy> and owaa~* [697, 728]; 

while the ? of yjiy$=» is [prig.] a ^ , according to the 
sounder [opinion], as before mentioned : (e) as for those 
names [of letters] which have an I for their second, 
followed by a sound letter, like Jb , JI3 , ck* , oLd , olff , 
and J$ , their I , before their construction and inflection, 
is original, because they are orig. indecl., as before men- 
tioned ; and, after their inflection, should be regarded as 
orig. a 5 rather than a ^ , because the cat. of Jo is more 
numerous than that of Ljb [684, 703, 711] ; so that we 
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say bLo ojys / wote a ^ , U£ y&Jyf I tvrote a o) > and 
bllo v^J^j i wrofe a j , while the pZ. is o\^c\ , oly^l , and 
Jl^o I : (f ) as for fo> , J^a-u, , and J^ , their g is a ^ , 

like that of o^o [674, 697], since the ^ is present, and 
there is no proof of its being [converted] from ^ ; and, 
according to S, jU^ ^ a y be ong, Jl*3 with Damm or 
Kasr of the o , contrary to the opinion of Akh [710] 
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THE) AND 6 AS O S. 

§. 699. The j (1) remains sound in such as «X£j 
[663, 697] and <5J, begot; and JI5 [683, 697, 698] and 
SOJ, [below] (M), pi. of *SJ) child (KF) : (a) the , in all 
of that is sound, because nothing to necessitate altera- 
tion or elision is found in it : (b) hence y& *gr; Jju* 
LgJ^o II. 143. [below] (IY) -4?ic2 et'ery (sect) hath apoint, 
to which it turneth (its face) (K, B) : (2) is elided in (a) 
that aor, of Jati or Jmi whose £ is pronounced with Kasr, 
literally, as in Juu promises [333, 482, 671] and (j.^ 
Zot;es ; or constructively [below], as in *^j puts, lays 
[333, 482, 700] and <***.> is ample, where the o. /, is 
Kasr, the Fath being on account of the guttural letter 

9 ' 9 ' 9 *> s 

(M) : (a) the o. /. of Juu and ^,yj weighs is Jvx^> [333, 
482] and ^\y$ (IY) : (&) the ^ is elided [from such as 
OJb &<3#ete and Ouus (SH)] because of its occurrence 
[quiescent] between a ^ [pronounced with Fath (R)] 
and [an original (SH)] Kasra [below] (IY, SH), 
expressed, as in [ &1>, and] t\xj ; or supplied, as in *aj 

[below] and ***.> (R) : ( a ) the ^ is then elided (IY, R), 
from desire of alleviation (IY), because combined with 
the <5 in such a way that incorporation of one into the 
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ttther, as in ^b [685 (case 7> a, &)], is not possible : and 
especially [is elision necessary] when the ^ is followed 
by Kasra, which is part of ^ [697] ; and preceded by a 
vowel not congruous with it, as in tX£+j> [below], aor. of 

fcXc. ! threatened (R) : for the ^ is homogeneous with 
Panima, being considered as equivalent to two Pana- 
mas ; while the Kasra after it is homogeneous with the 
<5 before it ; and the occurrence of a thing between two 
things opposed to it is deemed heavy, and must there- 
fore be avoided { Jrb) : ( 6 ) the ^ , and not the <* , is 
elided, because the y is the heavier of the two, while the 
^5 is the sign of the aor. ; and because the heaviness 
arises from the ^ , since it is second (R) : (y) the Kasra 
may not be elided, because by it the measure of the word 
is recognized [482] ; so that there remains nothing [to 
elide] but the ^ , which is therefore elided : and its 
elision is most effective in alleviation, because it is 
heavier than the ^ or the Kasra ; while it is quiescent, 
[and consequently] weak, so that the cause of its 
elision is strong (IY) : (8) the ^ is not elided from such 

as J^cjj [above], because it is orig. not between a ^ and 
Kasra, but between a Hamza and Kasra since the 0. f. 
is <U,b [428, 661, 697] (Jrb) : (e) the KK say that the 
j is elided only to distinguish the trans, [of this cat. 
(IY)] from the intrans., because you say, fin the trans., 
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5tX^^ promised it, aor. aj^su , and &j\j weighed it, aor; 
xjws , and (IY),] in the intrant, [ Jj^jjell into the mud, 

9 ' ° ' s 9 s o s 

aor. (IY)] J^-> , and [ J^ feared, aor. (IY)] J^> 
[333, 700] (IY, R) : but that [theory] is vicious, because 
the ^ is sometimes elided in the intrans. of this cat., as 1 

* Q ^ © «o S s 

ouuJ t v-i5i; The tent, or house, dripped with rain-water r 

9 s » /4 // 

aor. v-aXj , and objJl ^3 2%£ ,/^Z dropped excrement r 

9 s 9 s oo • s 

aor. jwb ? and vxxJl t\^ 2%e camel went along, throwing 

his legs out like an ostrich, aor. <X£u ; so that what we 

s 

have said is thereby established (IY) ; whereas what 
they say is of no account, since, if the case were so, the 
2 would not be elided from Jlssu aor. of <i&.* i. q. ^yr^ 
grieved (R) : and one proof thereof is that there are 

9 s <*s 

some vs. whose aor. occurs on [the measure of] J^i* 

s 

with Kasr and Fath, in which case the y is elided from 
JkjtAj , and retained in JjtAj , as s^j^ ^^ His breast was 

9 s 9 ,, <i s 

filled ivith rage, aor. *.^j and ^^.j [482] ; which proves* 
the truth of our reason, and the falsity of theirs : (£) if 
the letter after the ^ be pronounced with Fath in the 

aor., as in Jo*^> and J^-> [above], the ^ remains, and is 
not elided, because one qualification [for elision], vid, 

9 s 9 t 

Kasr, is removed, as in the pass. Jlc^j is promised and 

9 s 9 

^yj is weighed, whence CXII. 3. [404], where the j 
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is elided from jJb , because the letter after it is pro* 

nounced with Kasr ; but remains in jJ^j , on account of 
the Fatha (IY) : (77) IH/s saying "an original Kasra" 
[above] comprises such as Jou [above] and *ib [362, 
-482], or?^. ai^ (R) : (0) as for **l* [above] and gjo 
[482], the reason why the ^ is elided from them is that 

the 0. /. is *-^ and go^ , since the aor. of Jc*i in this 
[cat., whose o is a ^ , ] occurs [orz#.] only on [the 
measure of] JuuL with Kasr [482, 671], being pro- 

nounced with Fath in **£.> and gju through the influ- 
ence of the guttural letter ; so that the Fatha is then 
adventitious ; and, the adventitious not being taken into 
account, because it is like the non-existent, the ^ is 
elided in them, because the Kasra is virtually pro- 
nounced (IY) : and, as for *^ [above] and Lbj [482, 
671, 700], [whose prets. are on the measure of Ji*i ,] it is 
plain to us, by the elision of the ^ , that their c [also] 
is [orig.] pronounced with Kasr [in the aor.~\, being 
pronounced with Fath because of the guttural letter ; 
while these two expressions have no third (R) ; and for' 

that reason Z says "literally or constructively " 

[above], the lit. being in cXxj [and ^j+s ], because the Kasra 
is [actually] pronounced ; and the constructive in *^> and 
*-ao , because the £ is virtually pronounced with Kasr, 
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though literally with Fatli (IY) : (c) the ^ is elided in 
^jtU leaves [482] for conformity with gjo [above], because 

it is syn. therewith : (k) <Xsvj finds with Damm, accord- 
ing to the Banh 'Amir [482], is anomalous, the . being 
elided from it either because it is orig. Jl^vj with Kasr;. 
or because ^ is deemed heavy between the ^ pro- 
nounced with Fath and the Damma in a conjug. other 

than that of J^*5 , aor. J^laj , with Damm of the c in 
both (R) : (c) the remaining variations of the aor. (IY, 
R), [being] the congeners of Juu (SH), are made to 
accord with it [in elision of the ^ (MASH)], as JuJ , 
j^f , and JuJ [Note on p. 246, I. 19] (IY, SH), the . 
being elided, r although it does not occur between a ^ and 
Kasra (IY),] in order that the conjug. [of the aor. (IY)] 
may [not vary, but (IY)] be uniform (IY, R), and 
because of the alleviation that is [found] in elision (IY) ; 
and [similarly] its imp. mood [428, 482, 667, 668] (SH), 
because derived from the aor. whose ^ is elided, as Jou 
(R) : (b) such inf. ns. as sc\* [482] and &iu> (M) : (a) 
the o. f of SJ^ [and ^ (IY)] is H<Si ; (IY, Jrb, Tsr) 
and So\* (IY), with Kasr of the ^ and quiescence of the 
c , as they distinctly declare (Tsr) : ( a ) the ^ is elided 
because of the heaviness found in the Kasra upon the ^ , 
together with [the fact] that the v. is transformed ; so 
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that the Kasra of the . is transferred to .the £ , arid the 
y then elided [below] ( Jrb) : ( q ) what necessitates 
elision of the ^ here is two matters, that the ^ is pro- 
nounced with Kasr, Kasra being deemed heavy on ^ ; 
and that the v. is transformed, as in Juu and ^w [above], 
the inf. n. being transformed by reason of the trans- 
formation, and sound by reason of the soundness, of the 
v., as fUS inf. n. of vsa+j>* and bftyi inf. n. of 5^ [685, 
(case 2, b), 713]: (y) the combination of these two 
qualifications is the cause of the elision of the ^ from the 
inf. n. : so that, if one of the two qualifications stand 
alone, the ^ is not elided because of it, as O^j [above] 
and ^ , where, since the ^ is pronounced with Fath, 
and Kasra is removed, elision does not ensue, although 
the v. is transformed in Jou and <jo ; and as t>b. m/". n. 
of auoo!^ I loved him in return for his loving me and 
JLaj m/. n. of ioJLol^ 7 /*efc£ close intercourse with him, 
where the ^ , although pronounced with Kasr, remains 
[sound], because the v. is not transformed : (S) when the 
simple substantive, not the inf. »., is meant, as in gjj. 
[above], the 5 is not elided: (e) the transformation of 
such as sJlc and &^ is only by transfer of the Kasra of 
the vj , which is the . , to the g : but, since the-, 
becomes quiescent, while it is not possible to be<*in 
with a quiescent, they subject it to elision, because, if 
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they put the conj. Haniza pronounced with Kasr [667, 
668], that would lead to conversion of the • into ^ [685, 
(case 5), 699], on account of the preceding letter's being 
pronounced with Kasr, and of its own quiescence ; so 

that they would say duut , with a ^ between two 

Kasras; and, that being deemed heavy, they are 
reduced to elision : and, in that case, the intention is to 
transform by transfer of the vowel ; while elision occurs 
[merely] as a consequence : ($) it is said [by some] that, 

since transformation of S<\^ and &3\ is necessary, the 
intention is to elide the ^ , as in the v. ; so that they 
transfer the Kasra of the y to the £ , in order that a 
mobile * may not be elided iu the inf. n. ; in which case 
the n. would exceed the v. in elision, [since the ^ elided 
in the v. is quiescent] : whereas the n t is subordinate to 
the v. in that [liability to transformation] ; so that, 
when not inferior to the v. in degree [of elision], it is 
equal, but not superior, to it (IY) : and [similarly] we 
say " the Kasra of the ^ is transferred to the £ , and 
the • then elided " [above] ; the ^ not being elided 
mobile, lest the transformation of the n. exceed the 
transformation of the v., in which the ^ is elided quies- 
cent, not mobile (Jrb) : (b) [some say that] the o. /. of 

^ [and lie (MASH)] is Sj* } (A, MASH) and JJjy 
(MASH), on the measure of J*3 [without a S ] (A) ; 
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and [this description of the o. /. seems to be more con- 
sistent with the statement that] the s of femininization 
ie inseparable [from such inf. ns.], like a compensation 
for the elided [265 (reason 11, a)] (IY, Jrb) : (oc) 
its o is elided for conformity with the aor. ; and its £ 
mobilized with the vowel of the o , vid. Kasra, in order 
that the Kasra may remain as an indication of the 
[elided] o; while the s of femininization is put as a 
compensation for the o , for which reason the two are 
not combined (A) : ( S ) if it be said that the ^ is not 
elided in II. 143. [above], notwithstanding that this 
involves a combination between the compensation and 
what it is put as a compensation for, the answer is firstly 

that SLg^ is not an inf. n. conformable to the v. [331], 

but a simple substantive denoting the direction turned 
to ; while the ^ remains in the simple substantive, like 

G * • fi 

SjJj [above], pi. of duJ£ meaning boy and slave : and 

secondly that it is an inf. n. ; but remains sound for a 

notification of the o. /., like j>y> and <3«^Ju«l [685 (case 

6, c), 703]; and this is the saying of Mz (Jib) : (y) the 
5 as a compensation is necessary here (A) ; so that its 
elision is anomalous, according to the preferable opinion 
(Sn) : but some allow it to be elided, on account of 
prefixion, [because this supplies the place of the » (Sn),] 



-^ * ' • c « 



relying upon ^J| J^AJLiklj [331, 338], which is the 
u 153 a 
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opinion of Fr ; whereas some explain J^ here as &S& 

pi. of tijiX* i. q. «j^^ * IC ^> £> ar ^ i. e., a?ici have failed to 
perform to thee the particulars of the matter that they 

promised (A) : (c) [R holds the o. /. of sj^ to be J^; , 
from which he thus evolves it : — ] as for the inf. n t> 
since it is the original of the v. in derivation [331], its 
transformation is not necessary by reason of the trans- 
formation of the v., except when an element requiring 
transformation exists in it, like the Kasra in jSs 
[above] ; or [when] it corresponds to the v. in initial 
augment, like SxUl and jLoUx**! [703, 714] : and, for this 
reason, the ^ in the inf. n. of Juu may be elided, as H<\^ ; 

or retained, as <X^ J since it does not contain any cause 
for elision, nor the correspondence mentioned : and, 
when anything is elided from the inf. n. by transforma- 
tion, the elided is not quietly forgotten ; but the S of 
femininization is put at the end as a compensation for it, 

as in H<Xft and RxU^t [265 (reason 11, a, b), 338], 
because the transformation in it is not according to the 
general rule, since it is an imitation of the deriv. by the 

original : ( a ) the £ in iitXx , which is ong. <Xc^ , is pro- 
nounced with Kasr, because the quiescent, when mobil- 
ized, is generally pronounced with Kasr [604]; and 
also in order that it may be like the g of the v. 9 to 
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Which Sjkx. is made to conform : and therefore the conj. 
Hamza is not imported after elision of the o : ( B ) 
when the p in the aor. is pronounced with Fath. because 
of a guttural letter, it may be pronounced with Fath in 

9s* . G^ ^ 

the inf. n. also, as ^o [above], inf. n. &u« [306]; or 
not, as ^$j gives [482, 671], %nf n. sua: (y) aLLo with 
Pamm for *JLo junction, union, is anomalous : (S) when 

the J is guttural, the inf. n. of Joii , ao?\ Joiij , with 
Pamm of their £ , is sometimes treated like the inf. n. 
of jt*u-s [above], as c^^ teas tranquil, aor, go^ , in/, n. 

G " ' r *' 7 7 f>>°" , G^ 

&o [306] ; and ^iaj ivas level, aor. yia^> , mj. n. &$3a and 

GS ^ 

*lb : this being to notify that the ^ of its aor. ought to 
be elided, because its occurrence between a ^ pro* 
nounced w T ith Fath and a Damma is deemed heavy; 
though it is not elided, in order to make the form 
correspond with the sense, since Joti denotes inseparable 
natures [432, 484], continuing in one state : and like- 
wise [to notify] that the £ of its aor. ought to be pro- 
nounced with Fath, because the J is guttural : (e) gjj 
born at the same time as another [234] is orig. an 
inf. n. ; but is made a simple substantive to denote the 
dyiyQ born, as wyo^ t u^-o struck, or coined, by the sove* 

9 9 * • " ° ' . G^ 

reign means au.^* ; (£) as for aLg^ direction and xs 5 
j coined silver [234], they are anomalous, because they are 
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not inf. ns. ; so that their S is not a compensation for the 
2 : (17) the j is not elided in such as Ju£^» [a fictitious 
word (MAR)], on the model of ^xkib an acaulous plant, 

from j^ , because the reason for elision is weak (R) : 
(3) converted [below] in what has been mentioned under 
substitution [683, 685, 689] (M), as [ i*l$T , ] <^y* , 

8 bo [below], and the like (IY). The ^ is like the y , 
except in elision (M). The ^5 remains where the ^ is 
elided (IY) ; [so that,] when & occurs in the aor. 
between a & pronounced with Fath and a Kasra, it is 
not elided, like ^ , because the combination of two & s is 
not so heavy as the combination of ^ and ^ (R). You 
say «jl> ripened, aor. jmju , and *-*o [played at hazard 

9 OS 

with unfeathered and headless arroivs (IY)], aor. %.a*aj 
[482], retaining it, [because of its lightness (IY),] where 
you drop ^ (M) in Juu , etc. (IY). The ^5 is not elided 

9 Cf 

from such as *.**-o because it is homogeneous with the 

9 OS 

Kasra : nor from such as (j*£o also, for the same reason ; 
though here elision of the & does occur, because two 
^5 9 are deemed heavy with Hamza (Jrb). S relates 
that (IY) some of them say ^J& [482, 684], aor. yjb, 
like (j>*5 , aor. <j+a [above] (M) ; and y»* , aor. y*> 
[482], [like SSj , aor. Juu ; ] eliding the & , as they 
elide the ^ , since & , though lighter than ; , is deemed 
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heavy in comparison with I [643, 671], for which reason 
they elide it (IY), treating it like the ^ : but this is 
rare (M). S transmits elision of the ^ in [only] two 
words, vjulJ! vwj [divided the limbs of the camel (MAR)], 

9 9 * * * 9 -* 

aor. s-mj ; and ^JL* , aor. \j~Xs : and both are anomal- 

O 9 

ous (R). Its conversion [686> 689] is in such as [ y^yo 

and] ^lit [below] (M). The ^ is converted into Hamza 

[683], (i) necessarily in such as J^l^l [730. A], J^i^f , 

and J^l , [i. e. (Jrb),] when [two ^ s are combined at the 
beginning of the wo:d, and (Jrb)] the second is mobile 
[below] (SH), in which case the first must be converted 
into Hamza, because they consider two mobile [ ^ s] 

s 9 

heavy (Jrb) ; contrary to ^^ (SH), where ihe quies- 
cence of the second, together with its being a letter of 
prolongation, relieves some of the heaviness (MASH): 
(a) they deem the combination of two likes, at the 
beginning of the word, to be heavy ; for which reason 

such [formation] as yu and ^jo [697, 698] are rare : so 
that, if two j s occur at the beginning, then, the ^ being 
the heaviest of the unsound letters, the first of them is 
converted into Hamza [below], necessarily; except 
when the second is a letter of prolongation converted 
from an aug. letter, as in <c^ from ^fo [683, 730. A], 
in which case conversion of the first into Hamza is not 
-necessary, because the second is adventitious in respect 
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of its augmentativeness and conversion from the t , and 
because the prolongation relieves some of the heavi- 
ness : (b) conversion of the first into Hamza is [there* 
fore] necessary, if the second be (a) not a letter of pro- 
longation, whether it be converted from an aug. letter, as 
m J^s t^l and Joa^ I [above] ; or unconverted, as in <Xc» I 
[683] : (b) a letter of prolongation, but [either] not con* 

9 - i> 

verted from anything [below], as in ^Lc^l 683]; or con- 
verted from a rad. letter, as Khl says ^ | for Jjti from 

00I5 [716], when [its Hamza is] alleviated [by conver- 

*• * 

sion into ^ ] : ( oc ) hence the opinion of the KK on ^ \ 

"'^■ , "* * 

[357], which, according to them, is ong. ^ } , then ^J^ , 

then ^J ; I [683] : ( B ) Mz refutes Khl with [the argument] 

G 9 

that the [second] 5 in the like [of ^^ alleviated from 

G £-9 a i> 

^.. o. /. of ^1 ] is adventitious, not inseparable, since 
alleviation of the Hamza in such a case is unnecessary 

9 f- 9 J 

[658] ; and he says that ^ I for ^ w is allowable because 

9 y 9 9 9 9 

of the Damrna of the ^ , like ay* I for ay*^ [below], not 
because of the combination of two ^ s : (c) original, not 
converted from anything [above], whether it be a letter 
of prolongation, as in ^1 [357, 683], according to the 
BB, orig. ,J.« ; or not a letter of prolongation, as in 
jjf [357, 683, 698], according to them : (c) as for IH's 
saying " when the second is mobile " [above], this is a 
condition not prescribed by the leading GG, as you see 
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from the saying of Khl on ^ I [above] : while F also says 
* When two ^ s are combined, the first of them is 

9 ° ■A 

changed into Hamza, as in J^j^ I " ; and then says " and 

hence their saying ^ I for the fern, of J ^ I " ; and after- 
wards says "but, if the second be not inseparable, it is 
not necessary to change the first of them into Hamza, 
as <5^ " [above] : and S says " When you form a [n.] 

like y^J^ffrorn Jl^ , you say tXc^ I " [above] : so that you 
see how they differ from IH's saying : (a) IH bases 
upon his opinion [two conclusions,] that the conversion 
of the first [ ^ ] in ^ I [above] is unnecessary ; and that 
the [first] j [in ^^ o. /.] of ^ I is necessarily converted 
into Hamza [only] for conformity of the sing, to the pi. 

[ J^l below] : (d) the ^ deemed heavy is converted into 
Hamza, not into ^ , because of the excessive affinity 
between the ^ and ^ , whereas the Hamza is more 
remote ; for, if the ^ were converted into ^ , that 
combination of two ^ s, which is deemed heavy, would 
be, as it were, remaining (R) : (2) allowably, [with 
unbroken regularity (R),] in such as a^l [683] and 
<5^l [for the ^^ mentioned (MASH)] ; and, says Mz, 
in such as lx£^ [683] (SH), *Q , gjjl for Zjj] [above], 
and solit , because in Kasra also there is heaviness, 
though less than in Damma (R) : (3) invariably in _L I , 
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[notwithstanding the quiescence of the second (Jrb, 
MASH),] for conformity with [its pi. (MASH)] j,'t 
[above] : (4) irregularly, [by common consent (R, 

MASH),] in SGT and tUf [683] (SH), JUT for ^ (R) 
morose, looking down from intensity of grief (MAR), 
and ^U-wt (SH), because a single ^ pronounced with 
Fath is not heavy at the beginning of the word 

(MASH): (a) S says that *>Uw| is orig. iX*!^ [683. 1 , 

t>y<x* from SU>L*j meaning beauty of face, diptote 
because of the I of femininization [18]; while Mb says 
that it is pi. of **yl [667], its measure being JUi! , 
diptote because of the quality of proper name and id. 
femininization : but the first is more obvious, because 
eps. are used as names more often than pis. ; and 
because, if used as a name for a masc, it would still be 
diptote (Jrb) : (b) some GG say that t\i» t took is orig. 

dj^y y on the evidence of d<&3\ [702], like JIiojI [689]. 
No word, whose initial is a ^ pronounced with Kasr, 
occurs in the language of the Arabs> like words whose 
initial is a ^ pronounced with Damm, except ^L*j a dial, 
var. of *L*j left hand [701] and ii?Ub pi. of ,jUaib 
atvake [and *lju (248)], Sometimes they escape the 
combination of two ^ s, at the beginning of the word, by 
converting the first of them into ^ , as in Sl^y? and 
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2jy3 , which is rare ; as a single ^ at the beginning of 
the word is escaped by conversion into ^ , as in ^>|J> 
and <5j55 [689], The ^ occurs as a subst. for the ^ , 
frequently, as e>L3 and sLoJ [689], Soo [above], <*ytf 
and ^yu , and ^>Jy> and gLy» , the last, according to the 

BB, being xJUy from Jo J I ^^ [689], since the Book of 
God is a Light ; but not regularly, except in the conjug. 
of JoLXil [689] (R). The ^ and ^ are [necessarily, regu- 
larly (R),] converted into \& , [and incorporated (Jrb),] 
in such as Juut and s«wgJ>l \played at hazard (Jrb, 
MASH), where the unsound letter is not converted 

from a Hamza (Jrb)] ; contrary to ^Ll (689, 702] (SH), 
ongr. *yc3 1 , where the second Hamza, being quiescent, 
and preceded by a letter pronounced with Kasr, is con- 
verted into ^5 [661], which is not converted into o , 
because it is accidental, being removed in continuity, as 
yf\) and ivore a ivaist-ivrappev (Jrb). The [quiescent 
(Jrb)] y is converted into ^ [685], when the letter before 
it is pronounced with Kasr, as ^twyo [above] and oU^y? ; 
and the [quiescent (Jrb)] ^ into ; [686], when the letter 
before it is pronounced with Damm, as Stl^o aivakening 

I • 9 

and j**yo [above] (SH). 
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§. 700, What differentiates j^jj aor. of *s>^ heed 
a pain and J^j aor. of Jl=^ [699] from **o aor. of 
*^ and *^.j aor. of *^ [482, 699], so that the ^ 
remains in one of the two [classes], and drops off in the 
other, though both classes contain a guttural letter, is 

that m ^^ the Fatha [of the c ] is original, like that 
in jL^j [333, 699] (M), where the Fatha is original, 
because J.^ , aor. J^=>^-> , belongs to the conjug. of Juti , 
aor. J,aij , with Kasr of the £ in the pret., and Fath in 
the aor., like JU £net0, aor. *Jju [48 2[, and v^-ct drank, 

9 y O s 9 s> ' 

aor. v-jj^j (IY) : whereas is ***j it is adventitious, 
imported on account of tho guttural letter (M), because 

£*»j , aor. aaao . and ^b^ ^roa, aor. Lkw [482, 671, 699], 

belong to the conjug. of [ Jusi , aor. Jolw , like] 

acco?m£ec£, aor. u-a**.^ , and *** was pleasant, aor. *; 

[482] ; and similarly, in the unsound, as e^ . aor. ^*-> 

[482, 682], and J^ [697], aor. ^1 [482] (IY). The 

antagonism of the two [Fathas mentioned] is therefore 

[like] that of the two Kasra of the y s in ^UaJ and 

^Lii (M). The Fatha in ^ [and ^ (IY)] is 

likened to the Kasra in Xsxx rivalry, competition, where 

9 9 s * 

the Kasra is adventitious, the 0. /. being ^;Ls\i' [332]. 
For they convert the Damma into Kasra [724] (IY, 
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Jrb), because of its occurrence before a final ^5 (Jrb), in 
order that the ^5 may be sounded true, since, if Damrna 
occurred before the final <* , the latter would be con- 
verted into . ; and you would arrive at a paradigm 
unprecedented among [decL] Arabic ns., in which there is 
none whose final is^ preceded by Damma [721]. And, 
since the Kasra in jJ&3 is adventitious, the paradigm is 
not accounted a preventive of triptote declension [18], 
because it is [not J^li3' , but] virtually Jl&Uj with 
Damm of the p [256] (IY). And the Fatha in J^j is 
likened to the Kasra in ^X&3 trials, where the Kasra 
is original, because u^LfU [339] is pi. of '^?ff3 [332] 
(Jrb). 

§. 701. Some Arabs [of the Hijaz are induced, by 
desire for alleviation, to (IY)] convert the [unsound 
letter, whether (IY)] ^ or ^ , in the aor. of Jixiil , into 
! (M), notwithstanding that it is quiescent [684, 703] 
(IY), saying JuuL and ja*jL> [below] (M), because the 
combination of ^ with ! is lighter, according to them, 
than its combination with ^ , for which reason they say 
Juu>L) , substituting an I for the quiescent • , as they 
substitute it for the & in ^wib (IY). Some inhabitants 
of the Hijaz do not regard the difference between . and 
t5 in the formations of the v., saying [pret.,~\ JoUjI and 
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p«wX)J [689] : aor., tXxi'L and >*uJL> [above] ; not Joi3y' and 
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y^^. [689], because the ^ and ^ are deemed heavy between 
the <5 pronounced with Fath and the [next] Fatha, as 
in ji>G and jjmjG [below] : act. part., Sj^^o and l*Sy? 
[below] : imp., JoiXj! and *«JCjI [689], This, according 
to them, is an universal rule (R). And, agreeably with 
it, Ju6y> and *«uJ>yo occur in the dial, of [the Imam 
(Jrb)] Shf (SH), who used to pronounce so in speaking 
( Jrb). Some convert the ^ occurring [in the aor.~\ between 
the <5 pronounced with Fath and the [next] Fatha, 
as in J4y. [333, 699, 700], into I , as J^lJ [below], 
because there is heaviness in this ^ , though not so 
much as to cause it to be elided [699]; and others 
convert it into ^5 , [as J^uj , ] because ^5 is lighter 
than . ; while some, disapproving conversion of ^ into 
^ for no apparent cause, pronounce the & of the aor. 
with Kasr, [as J^uo , ] in order that the conversion of 
the • into ^5 may be because of its occurrence after 
Kasra [685 (case 5), 699] (R). There are [thus] four dial, 
vars. in the aor. of [ J*i , aor. Jjiaj > whose o is a ^ , as 
(IY)] J^5 , [aor. <J^> , and J^j , aor. J^> (IY)] :— 
(1) &=>U [above] (Jh, M), the most excellent of them, 
and the one used in the Kur, as Ji^s ^ fjJLs XV. 53. 
Zftey saic?, .Fear *Aow no£, because the ^ does not occur 
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between a ^ and Kasra [699], and therefore remains 
(IY); (2) JJL& [333, 674, 684, 703]; (3) jLs54>' [333, 
685] ; (4) Jksiuo [404] (Jh, M), with Kasr of the [aoristic] 
<5 (Jh). But J^L , J^-o , and Jif^u , [which is the 
most outrageous of them (Jrb),] are anomalous in the 
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aor. of Jl^ [below] (SH), the chaste [form] being Jl^o 
[above], according to analogy (Jrb). This Kasra is not 
like the Kasra in [the dial, of those who say (M, Jrb)] 
JL*5 (M, R, Jrb) and jJUj (R), since they [who pro- 
nounce the aoristic letter there with Kasr (IY, R)] do 
not pronounce the <^ with Kasr (IY, R, Jrb), as 
JLxj [404] (IY, R), because they deem beginning with 
a <5 pronounced with Kasr to be heavy ; for which 
reason no n. is found whose initial is a ^ pronounced 
with Kasr, except % Uo [699] (IY) : whereas here the ^ 
is pronounced with Kasr, in order that the . may be con- 
verted into ^ [above], Jh says in the Sahah (Jrb), J^x-o 
with Kasr of the ^ is according to the dial, of the 
Banfr Asad, who say J^sol G| I fear, Jl^uj J^vj We 
/ear, and Jl*xa5 oo| Thou fearest, all with Kasr; and, 

while not pronouncing the <5 with Kasr in JUj , because 
they deem Kasr upon the [initial] & to be heavy, pro- 
nounce [it] with Kasr in Jl^uu , in order that one of 
the two tf s may be strengthened by the other (Jh, 
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JYb), And its imp. is JLsx^l , the ^ becoming a ^ from 
the Kasra of the letter before it (Jh). The language 
of Sf and F appears to indicate that conversion of the « 

in J^-5 [above] and Jl&^j [699, 700] into I or ^ is 
regular [7t 3], even though it be rare. Sf says " They 

convert the ^ into I in Jls^j and Jl=*jj and what resem- 
bles them, saying Jl&Xj and J^b " ; and F says " As 
for [the aor. of] Joti , aor. JjUj , as J^ , aor. J^«j , 
and J.s^ , aor. J^j , it has four dial, vars."; [while the 
language of Jh and IY above is to the like effect]. But 
this is contrary to what IH appears to say — I mean 
his saying that such and such [forms] " are anomalous, 
in the aor. of j^ " [above], which imports that the 
forms mentioned are peculiar to [the aor. of] this word 
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(R). And gome of the Arabs say u*ob [above] and 
JJZ [684] (M, R), for J*11j and JlL' [482] (M), con- 
verting the ^ that occurs in the aor. between the ^ pro- 
nounced with Fath and the [next] Fatha [into | ], for con- 
formity with the ^ [above]. This [conversion], like [that 

in] such as J.^b and Jl&Aj [above], is [found] only in 
the [aor.] pronounced with Fath of the g ; and, says S, 
is not regular. The [initial] ^ is not pronounced with 
Kasr here, as ja jLsuu [above], because that is [done], in 
the wr % whose J is a ^ , with the intent that the cause 
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for conversion of the , may appear, as before explained 
(R). 

^ ^ • o 

§. 702. When JLxXi I is formed from [a v. whose o 

is Hamza, as (IY)] J^l ate, ^o| commanded, [and ^1 
was safe (IY),] in which case Jj5o| was eaten away, 
corroded, ++zj I obeyed, [and {j+zs I trusted (IY),] are said 
(M), ^5 being substituted for the Hamza, because quies- 
cent and preceded by -the conj. Hamza pronounced with 
Kasr [661], on the principle of its conversion in v oi 
and .jo [658, 685] (IY), the ^ is not incorporated into 
the ^ , [as J^X->I and Ipl (IY),] as it is in 115 1 [689, 
699], because here it is not permanent (M). As for the 

JoUi I whose o is Hamza, as yyXj I put on, or wore, a 

waist-ivrapper [below] and ^j+z* t [above] its ^ is not 
converted into <~> , because, though conversion of its 
Hamza into ^ is necessary with the conj. Hamza pro- 
nounced with Kasr [661], while the predicament of the 
unsound letter necessarily converted from Hamza is 
[the same as] that of the unsound letter [689, 699], not 
[as] that of Hamza [738], still, since the conj. Hamza is 

not inseparable, as w T henyou say [ >v*3| JLs pronounced] 
yj3\ JU He said " Put on a waist-ivrapper", in which 
case the Hamza returns to its o. /,, the general rule of 
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Hamza [738] is observed (R). In j^cil from J;l you 
say ^yo \ [above] (Aud), by changing its Hamza into ^ 
(Tsr) ; but change of the ,5 into ^ , and incorporation 
of the latter into the ^ , are not allowable, because this 
^5 is a subst. for a Hamza, and is not original (Aud). 

The saying ^5 1 [from ^il (Tsr)] is wrong (M, Tsr) : so 
says Sd (Tsr). And <£&M [661] from J/f is anomalous 
(Aud), which IM indicates by his saying [in continua- 
tion of the passage quoted in §. 689] (Tsr) u But this 

[change of the o of JL*xi I into ci> (A)], in the case of 
Hamza, as in [ jdCs | and yJS f for (A)] Jj& I [and ^yL I ,. 
with the j5 changed into ^ , and then incorporated into 
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the \& , and similarly in ^s\ for ^^t (661, 689), with 
the j changed into ^ (A)], is anomalous " (IM) : whereas 
in the Tashil he makes it rare, saying "And sometimes- 
it is changed, when it is a subst. for Hamza " ; while the 
author of the Aud, in his Glosses on the Tashil, says 
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" The ex. of it in the y is the saying of some ^+2 1 , and 
in the & is the saying of some >vj> I" (Tsr). The chaste 
dial., in all of that, makes no change [of the ^ or * into 
v^> ], otherwise two transformations would occur conse- 
cutively (A). And the saying of Jh that tX£U| took 
for himself [699J is J^Oi! from 0J^\ is a mistake (Aud, 
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A), because, if it were from <X=*| , then tXiaJ^t without 
[change and (Sn)] incorporation would necessarily be* 
said : so says Sd (Tsr, Sn), as [is stated] in the Tsr 
(Sn). Its [first (Sn)] ^ is original ; [not a subst. for a 
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^5 substituted for a Hamza, as Jh asserts (Sn) ;] tX^\j> I 
being from <XiaJ> [took for himself (Tsr)], like *ls! from 
~3 followed (Aud, A) : so says F (Tsr). Zj contests the 
existence of the crude-form <Xsaj> , asserting that <X£0> is 
orsgr. jk^U I , [ Jotxi I from <X=> I , as J h asserts ; or from- 
&Js>j , as A transmits below (Sn) ; ] but is cut down (A), 
the conj. Hamza and the ^ of JLjOi I being elided from 
it ; and, the o , which is the vj of the word, being pro- 
nounced with Fath, and the ^ with Kasr (Sn). But 
F's opinion is verified by their saying, transmitted by 

AZ, AicG , aor. tX^vJo , m/1 n. JLiaj [69 6 A] (A), of the 
conjug. of sjju ; though the ~ of the inf. n. is some- 
times made quiescent : so says Fm in the Msb (Sn). 

' *■ c 

Some [of the moderns (A)] hold tViaJ f to be an instance 
of the JoLCif whose vJ is changed into ^ (A, Tsr), 
according to the chastest dial. [689] (A), because JL^t 
has a dial. var. 0^5 with ^ [699] (A, Tsr), in which case 
the v^> is not original ; and, according to this, cXsO'l is 

said, like dubM [689, 699] (Tsr), And, though this dial 
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var. is rare, still the formation of j^vst in accordance 
with it, [i. e,, as JjLXil from <Xb>j (Sn),] is better [than 
making it JotXi! from j^l (Sn)], because they unequivo- 
cally lay down that £>*3l [661] is a corrupt diaZ. var. 
(A). But [some of (R)] the Bdd [are reported to (Tsr)] 
allow conversion [of the & into v^ (R)] in the case of 
Hamza, [transmitting certain words (Tsr)] as [instances 
of that, vid. (Tsr)] ^ !. (R t Tsr), ^S[ , j^j[661], &&\j 
(Tsr), and ^w*3t took example (R), whence the tradition 
v>J| IvA^i* ^^ ,j|5 [661] : so in all the versions of the 
Muwatta (Tsr) on Tradition, by the Imam "/Ml An 
(HKh). And *^Lo| £*s| ^Jjf jyJU IL 283.] 2%m 
?e£ him that hath been entrusted repay his trusf[65S'] is 
[reported to be (K)] anomalously read (R) by 'Ashn 
(K), with incorporation of the ^ [in ^a^dJ) ] into 
the o (K, B), by analogy to w*o I (K) ; but it is wrong, 
because the [ ^ (K)] converted from the Hamza is in the 
predicament of Hamza (K, B), and is therefore not 
incorporated [738] (B). And ^y| [above] is vulgar; 
and so is C/ } [685, 716] for C^ [272, 658] (K). 









THE) AND ^5 AS J S, 

§. 703. They are transformed, elided, or preserved 
(M). Transformation is alteration [697] of form (IY). 
The transformation occurring in the g is by conversion, 
by transfer of the vowel and quiescence, or by elision. 
As for the first [mode], it has three divisions, conversion 
of j and \$ into I [684]; conversion of both into Hamza 
[683] ; and conversion of one into the other, i. e., of • 
into ^ [685], or the converse [686] (Jrb). The ^ and ,5 
are converted into t when they are mobile [below], and 
preceded by a letter pronounced, or virtually pro- 
nounced, with Fath [712, 714] (SH). IH's saying 
u mobile " [above] means " orig. ", thus excluding such 
as yb light and ^£ [658], when alleviated ; and " per- 
manently ", to exclude such as <^U^> and ^U=-o [240], 
according to the Bauu Tamlm (R), or rather Hudhail 
(MAR). They are then converted into t for two 
reasons: — (l) that each of them is construed a3 equi- 
valent to two vowels [697] ; so that, if its own vowel 
and the vowel of the preceding letter be joined to it; 
four consecutive vowels are constructively combined in 
one w r ord ; and, that being deemed heavy, they avoid it 
by converting the 5 or ^ into t , in order that it may be 
homogeneous with the vowel of the preceding letter : 
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(2) that the ^ and ^ , when mobile, are, each of them, 
equivalent to a letter of prolongation, and part of one 
[697], or to two letters of prolongation; the . pro- 
nounced with Fath, Kasr, and Damm being like a • and 
f , a j and ^ , and two ^ s, respectively ; while the pre- 
dicament of the ^5 is similar : and, the combination of 
unsound letters being deemed heavy, they convert the 
2 or <5 into t , because this is a letter with which one is 
safe from any vowel [711] (Jrb). The cause for conver- 
sion of the mobile ^ and ^ , preceded by a letter pro- 
nounced with Fath, into ! is not very substantial, since 
they are converted into ! because deemed heavy ; 
whereas, when the letter before them is pronounced with 
Fath, their heaviness is lightened, even if they also be 
mobile ; while Fatha does not require I to occur after it, 
as Dam ma requires ^ , and Kasra & , since such as Jy? 

and ajo [below] are frequent, while such as Juu? and *jo 

no go 

with Damm, and J^> and gy> with Kasr, of the v-i are- 
not to be found [713] : but, nevertheless, they, though 
lighter than all the sound letters, are converted into I , 
because the large circulation of the unsound letters, of 
which they are the heaviest, allows them to be con- 
verted into that unsound letter which is lighter than 
they, vid. I ; and especially when they are heavy, by 
reason of the vowel ; and when a cause for alleviating 
them, by conversion into I , is ready at hand, through 
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the preceding letter's being pronounced with Fath, 
since Fatha is akin to f [697]. And, from the infirmity 
of this cause, (1) they are converted into I only when 
they are at the end, i. e., when J s [719, 723, 728] ; or 
near the end, i. e., when c s ; not when o s, as in oj f 
and Jo I [663, 683], although the vowel [on them here] 
is permanent after [its] supervention : because allevia- 
tion is more suitable to the final : (2) it is restrained 
from taking effect by the least accident, as when 
another [unsound] letter is there, which [by reason of 
its position as a J ] is worthier of conversion ; but is not 
converted, from the breach of some condition of its 
transformation, [e. g., that the preceding letter should 
be pronounced with Fath] : for, in that case, you do 
not convert the letter the cause of whose conversion 
exists, because of the non-conversion of the letter that, 
if the preceding letter were pronounced with Fath, a3 
in <5^ drew ivater, related and ^yi twisted, would be 
worthier of conversion ; so that, [since the J is not con- 
verted into i ] when the preceding letter is pronounced 
with Kasr, [as in ^^d hungered and ^^ lived (MAR) J 
the g [also] is not converted into I [728, 729], although 
the conditions of its conversion are combined. The 
weakness of this cause, then, being established, we say 
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that it is principally effective in the v. [6G7, 684 (con* 
dition 11, a), 711, 712], to which, because of its heavi- 
ness, alleviation is more suitable. And in the v, this 
transformation is of two kinds, (1) original, vid. where 
the j or <5 is mobile, and preceded by a letter pro- 
nouncecl with Fath, as Jy? and **$ [684] : (2) conform- 
able to the original, vid. where the ^ or ^ is pronounced 
with Fath after a letter pronounced with Fath in the 
tril. pret., which occurs in (a) the aor., (a) act., like 
olsxj jears [697, 704] and u>Lfc> reverences [704] ; (b) 
pass., like jlicu is feared and k->Lgj is reverenced : (b) 
the pret. of two conjugs. in the augmented tril., Ji*it , 
as *U| set upright and ^Ll separated', and J>*jU-wI , as 
*l&Cwl appraised and ^LyUwl made plain: and their 
pass, aors., as pUu> is set upright and ,jLo is separated, 
J3£**s is appraised and ^Lo**j {5 wzacZe plain. Only 
the aor. whose ^ or ^5 is [orijgr.] pronounced with Fath, 
[as oL^xj and l^I^ 5 . > ] n °t the one whose ^ or ^5 is [prig.] 
pronounced with Damm, as «yb , or Kasr, as *^o and 
j^jju , is conformable to the tril. pret. in this conversion, 
because the inducement to transfer [697], in the whole of 
that, whether the £ be pronounced with Fath, Damm,' 
or Kasr, is imitation of the original by the deriv. iii 
quiescence of the c , together with indication of the 
mode of formation, which [indication] is not possible 
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with conversion of the whole into I [below]. The ns. 
subjected to. this transformation are only four sorts 
[714], (1, 2) two resembling the v., that being regarded 
because of what we have mentioned, yid. that trans- 
formation is principally in the v. ; and that this cause 
[of conversion into I ], not being strong, is more suit- 
able to the v. :— (a) that [tril. n>] which is commensur- 

able with the v., as (a) ou and ^Jj> [278, 684], orig. 

v^jj and ^a3 : (b) Ju J.^ a ivealthy man [278, 682, 

683] and JU liberal, orig. J^o and j^3 with Kasr of the 
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c ; and similarly oLo J^S a woolly ram [278, 708] ; 
(a) by its commensurability with the v. we mean here 
its equality with the v. in number of letters, and in 
special vowels, though it differ from the v. in the special, 
augments and their places : so that Jmi-o [712, 714] 
is on the measure of Julaj , though its augment is not 
that of Joub ; and Jctli [708] is commensurable with 
Jouj [343, 712, 714], though its augment is not that 
of Joub , nor is the place of its augment that of the 
augment of Joub : ( 6 ) the tril. n. is either unaugmented 
[711], or augmented [712]: (y) as for the quad, and 
quin., they are not commensurable with their u, except 
the cat. of J**?* [392], as^j&> [374], where the y , being 
co-ordinative [712], because the ^ and & with three 
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rads. are only aug. [674, 675], is not transformed, in 
order that the formation of co-ordination may be pre- 
served : (b) the n. containing a ^ or & pronounced with 
Fath, when it is a regular inf. n. conformable to its v. 
in keeping its augments in the same relative positions* 
as those of the v., like pfp't and plybuLl [338, 697, 699, 
709, 714], in which case, by reason of its perfect cor- 
respondence to its v., it is transformed in the same way 
as the latter, by transferring the vowel of the . and ^ to the 
preceding letter, and converting them into ! : (3, 4) two 
sorts of ultimate pi. [256], vid. the cat. of £>\y> [715], 
and the cat. of jsT^ [246, 683 (case 3), 717], which, 
though they do not resemble the v., are subjected to 
the transformation mentioned, because of the I of the pi. 
in one of them, and the intention to distinguish in the 
other [708] (R). That [conversion into I ] is [foundj 
(Jrb) in (l) a tril. n., as (a) ^b and u^L [above] (SH) : 
(b) ujLo Jixf (R) and JU JL^ [above], and £$ (M) 
cowardly, which is Joti , like )( \^ [348, 368], from £$• 
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was coivardly, aor. *^b ; though ISk transmits ooJ 
I was coivardly, aor. g$| (IY) : (2) a v., (a) tril, as & \s 
and cLl [684]: (b) conformable to the tril., as ^Uf 
[above] and gbl offered for sale (SH), ^LiOwj and 
(jlILul [above] (R) : (a) hence £&uJ [was humble,. 
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submissive (H)], contrary to the opinion of most (SH),- 
because it is Joiaaa*! from ^f6 ivas (Jrb), meaning came to 
have a being contrary to his being, like Jl^ju. I altered 
from state to state, except that jLsu\w| is general, 
applicable to every state, while ^Kz*»\ is peculiar to 
alteration from a particular being, vid. the contrary of 
humility and submission ; or from [ ^jS' clitoris , because 
it is in a most low and humble position, meaning became 

/iie if in eontemptibleness (H) : not JLaajI from <j.Xw 
quiescence (Jrb), with I added for impletion of the Fatha 
(H), because [such] addition [of the letter of prolonga* 

tion, as in -Jy^Le (Jrb), whence 

(H), by Ibrahim Ibri Harma, lamenting his son, Then 
■ thou from the calamities, when they shoot, and from the 

blame of men, art far remoctd (Jh), i. e., _ ouj (K)J 

is improbable; and because they say SuKju*,! (SH) for 
its in/. ?i. (Jrb) ; and, says F, ^j^Ccw? for its act. part, 
as in the saying of Ibn Ahmar 

27ien £>w£ not up with a flabby man, ivho, whenever he 

journeys by night among the folk, is humble in the 

loSa 

L 
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morning) and also ^aXx^j [for its aor.] (H) : (6) the 

£W£. v. is sometimes conformable to the triL, as <Jliso 
[above], J Lib is said, and ^jl^ [above], because the aor., 
being a rferi-y. of the pret., since it is the pret. with the 
addition of the aoristio letter [404], is transformed by- 
reason of the transformation of the pret. (R) : (3) a n. 
conformable to 2 (a) or 2 (b), as iLoUf and x*lhL\ [338, 
697] (SH), conformable to ^lil and *U£* I respectively 

o • > o • • 

(Jrb); and ^Uu? and ^LiLc [712] (SH), conformable to 
pis! and ^U respectively (Jrb) : contrary to (1) J«j? and 
*Z# [663, 684 (condition 1), 698] (SH), where the ^ and 
^ are quiescent (R, Jrb); ^SlL [298, 311, 684] and 
J^LlS [333, 674] being anomalous (SH) : (a) we have 

mentioned that such as J.^b is regular, though 
weak [684, 701] : (b) similarly some of the Hijazis 
regularly convert the quiescent ^ [and ^ ] in the 

aor. of such as Juut and ^j| into I [701] : (c) some 

of the Banil Tamim regularly convert the [quiescent] ^ 

in such as S$^\ children, i. e. the pi. of that [n.] whose 

o is a ^ , into I , as o^ I : (d) when <^ is mobilized with 
an uninflectional Fatha, and is final, and preceded by 
a letter pronounced with Kasr, Tayyi [regularly] pro- 
nounce the letter before the ^ with Fath, in order that 

the ^ may be converted into I , [as ^sb and \Sdj for ^ 
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and Ja (349, 482, 724) (T, MAR),] because the final 
h the seat of alteration and alleviation ; (a) Fatha of 
the <5 is stipulated [above], in order that it raay be 
transferred to the preceding letter ; and its being 
mninflectional, in order that, not being adventitious, it 
may be taken into account ; and the preceding letter's 
being pronounced with Kasr, because, Kasr being the 
brother of quiescence, as is plain [from what is stated] 
in the chapter on the Concurrence of Two Quiescents 
[663, 664], it is as though you transferred the Fatha to 
a quiescent [697], as in [plil for] r at [above]: (6) a 
poet [of the Banu Baulan, of Tayyi (T),] says 

jiJot j-Xd ouo L^jJu t>lb — Zl — aojj (jdAAd^sJU J^jJ t d3yL»3 

(R), orig. ouyu (T, MAR), the ^ being pronounced with 

-Fath, and the & then changed into I , which is elided 
because of the concurrence of two quiescents (MA.R), 
Making the arrows strike fire from the stones in the 
depressed ground at the bottom of the mountain, and 
hunting souls formed in honor meaning that the ov^ 
war [in the preceding verse] was doing that (T) : 
(c) if the <5 be intermediate, because of the inseparable 
* [266], as in Lkl [349, 482] for *L,l3 , [and iGC for 
Sbab desert (T),] such conversion is rare, not regular 
(R) : (2) J^G and j^L [683 (case 1, a)], j^£> co7ii?t?rse<Z 

■ 
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together and £>Lo trafficked, one ivilh another, +S 
established [730. A] and ^L explained, lp£f ioos 
established and ^.o was p?am (SH), i. e., the aug- 
mented tril. [v.] (R), where the letter before the [mobile] 
y and (5 is quiescent (R, Jrb), but that quiescent is not 
a letter pronounced with Fath in the [unaugmented] tril. 
(R) : (a) J^Ls and JjUb , etc., are not made to conform 
to the £rz£., as are ^'£\ and ^jjoI , +y&j^\ and ^jjuXw! , 
because we stipulated [above] that the quiescent before 
the mobile ^ or ^ should be pronounced with Fath in 
the tril. pret. : (b) if you say " Do you not transform 

the act. part, in JSU and *3Lj by converting the ^ or ^5 
into I [683, 708, 712], notwithstanding that it is pre- 
ceded by an | , and is in the n., where transformation is 
contrary to the general rule, it being generally in the 
v. ? ", I say " The case is so, except that Jo U and *3 b ■ 
have the sense, and government, of the v., and belong 
to the conjug. of the [unaugmented] tril. [343], contrary 
to J;U and Aib": (c) if you then say " But ^1 and 
IjLuJ belong to other, [i. e.,] non-tril, conjugs. ", I say 
" Yes, except that the letter before the unsound letter 
[here] is the one pronounced with Fath [before the unsound 
letter] in the tril. : (d) the [rule] intended is that, when the 
dcriv. belongs to a conjug. other than that of the original, 
it needs, [as a qualification] for transformation; that the 
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quiescent before the unsound letter [in It] should be the 
letter pronounced with Fath before the unsound letter 
in the original ; but that, if the deriv. belong to the 
conjug. of the original, it is transformed, even though 
the quiescent [before the unsound letter in it] be not 
that [letter] pronounced with Fath [before the unsound 
letter in the original], provided that the quiescent be an 
t , because of its excessive lightness : (e) as for trans- 

formation of *y» and ^*> , *y&s and ^a^> , it would be 

more strange than transformation of J^U* and *jL , J;Lu 

and *Ju3 , because incorporation of the £ in the [first] 

S >* * s- *•* 

two conjugs. is necessary (R). Such as j^s and Jo^o 

[684], and [ Jj_c) wept, ivailed, jy^l , jUst , ^.Sc] (R),] 

v^JLl^I [It (the sky) became rainy (R)], vi^+jld| jfc 

became cloudy, and vsJUil [SAe suckled notwithstanding 
pregnancy (R)], are anomalous [711, 707] (SH) ; and 

similarly yj^u*l deemed right, ^~>JI ^.*Xw| 5meZ^ £Ae 
odour, and 6^s>JCwl [707]. AZ allows the conjvgs. of 
JLstif and JbLaJCwl to be treated as sound unrestrictedly, 
regularly, when they have no <?*#. v., like (jyuc^j 
\became a she-camel (MAR)] : but, according to S, such 
as (jyxu/l also is anomalous, analogy requiring it to be 
transformed, for uniformity of the conjug.. as the rel. n$. 
w43Lw [312] and L k5L* [from ou.u# sword and JoL=» horses 



lift 
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(MAR)] are transformed, although no transformed* in. 
comes from them, for uniformity of the cat. of JLcli* 
[683, 708] ; and, since iXsu [699], <\ju , and tXcf are made^ 
uniform [with cXjw ], this [opinion] is more probable. S> 
says that the whole of the anomalies mentioned have been 
heard transformed also, according to rule, except by&JL** f „ 
— ^yuu ! , and cJoi I ; and that there is nothing, to pre- 
vent their transformation too, even if it have not been, 
heard, because transformation is frequent, regular ; while* 
the only reason for not transforming these vs. is to* 
indicate that the transformation in their like is not 
original, but for conformity with what is transformed! 
(R). The ^ and ^ are made quiescent, their vowet 
being transferred to the preceding letter, in such as; 

9 9 ' 9 ' 

Jyb says and *^o se ^ s [697, 704, 721], because of their 

liability to confusion with the conjug. of ol^u [below] 
and v^Ljj (SH), if they were made to accord witb 
the pret. in conversion of their unsound letter into I' 
(MASH). When the y and & are mobile^ and what- 
precedes them is quiescent, analogy requires that they- 
should not be transformed, because that [combination]' 
is light : but, if that happen to be in a v.. whose o.f. is- 
transformed by quiescence of the £ [through conversion* 
of • or <5 into ! ], or in a n. conformable to such a v., the- 
c of that v. or n. is made quiescent in imitation of its; 
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t>, /. ; and, after the quiescence, the vowel [of the g J is 
transferred to that preceding quiescent, to notify the 
mode of formation [below], [i. e., the measure,] because 
the measures of the v. vary only through the vowels of 
the c [482, 704]. This quiescence is principally in the 
v., not the n,, because the v. is heavier (R). When the 
c of the v. [712] is a ^ or ^5 preceded by a sound quies- 
cent, the vowel of the g , being deemed heavy on the 
unsound letter, must be transferred to the sound quies- 
cent, as *yb stands and ^jjuj ts plain, orig. ^yb and 
^jjlo with Darnm of the ^ , and Kasr of the ^ , the 

vowel of the • and ^ being transferred to the preceding 

99 *' 9 *' 

quiescent, vid. the o of *yb and the v of yj^yo ; so that 

the j and & become quiescent (A). In the augmented 
vonjugs. [also] of these tril. vs. unsound [in the c ], 
when the letter before the unsound letter is orig. quies- 
cent, and is not an I , ^ , or ^ , you make the unsound 
[letter] quiescent, transferring its vowel to the quies- 
cent ; and that is regular in their speech, as ,jL I [below] 

and ol=*| [697], <^>Lx-w I deemed tardy and 6buL«J sought 
"protection : but, when the letter before the unsound 
[letter] is mobile, it is not altered, as yJL=»l [706, 707], 
oLz&l became accustomed, and ^Ubt teas measureable (S). 
And, when the vowels are transferred to the letter 
before the . and ^ , then, (1) if the vowel be Fatha, the 
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. and ^5 are converted into I , as olixj and v^Lgj [728 J, 
because, when transformation of the dcriv. in exactly the 
same way as the original is possible, it is more appro- 
priate : (2) if the vowel be Kasra or Damma, their 
conversion into I is not possible, because I fellows only 
Fatha : s ) that they remain unaltered, as *yb and *aa-> 
[above] ; except the * pronounced with Kasr, which is 
converted into ^ , as *^hj> [below] and .*jjb [above], 
orig. ^y^i and *jJu , because it becomes quiescent [and] 
preceded by a letter pronounced with Kasr [685 
(case 5)] (R). The £ [therefore], if homogeneous with 
the transfered vowel, [being a ^ when the vowel is> 
Damma, or a ^ when the vowel is Kasra (Sn),] is not 
altered by more than quiescence after the transfer, as 

9 9 s> ' ' 

above exemplified [in *yb and ,j^.o (S&)] : (2) if not 
homogeneous with the vowel, is changed into a letter 
homogeneous with it, as (a) ^Ut and <jL>| [above], orig. 
*»i*t and jjjol , where the ^ , when the Fatha is trans- 
ferred to the quiescent, remains not homogeneous with 
it ; and is therefore converted into I , because orig. 
mobile, and [now (Sn)] preceded by a letter pronounced 

y 9 9 tf> 

w r ith Fath [684] : (b) pjJb [above], orig. ^j , where the 
c , when the Kasra is transferred to the quiescent, 
remains not homogeneous with it ; and is therefore con- 
verted into 45 , because quiescent, and preceded by a 
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letter pronounced with Kasr [685 (case 5)] (A). 

9 9 -» 9 * 

Although the pret. is the o.f. of the aor., -^jb and *-lo. 
are not transformed in the same way as their pret., on 
the plea that the ^ and ,5 , being mobile, and preceded 
by a letter constructively pronounced with Fath from 
regard to the 0. f n vid. the pret., should be converted 

into I , as *liL> and cUj , because, if so treated, they 
would be confounded with the conjug. of <^£!u [above] 

O 9 q x O 6 • 9 9 * 

(R). And Jkftiuo and JjuLo are similar (SH), as ^yju 
and ^xJ [333] (Jrb) ; and so is Jyuu [697, 714], as 
Jy^ and *^i [347, 709] (SH). The n. conformable to 

the v. in this transfer is of two sorts, (1) the augmented 
IriL commensurable with the t?r in the manner above 
mentioned under conversion of the ^ and ^ into { , while 
differing from the v. in an aug. letter [either] not used 
as an aug. in the v., like the * of JJLo [712]; or 
used as an aicg. in the v., [but] mobilized with a vowel 
not used as its vowel in the v., like [the ^ of] *juJ [712] : 
(a) J^jjac [above] is orig. JjlLo [347, 712], which is com- 

9 SO* 

mensurable with jjtjb [436] ; and, but for that, it would 

not be transformed : (b) as for the rest of the pass. 

parts.; they are commensurable with their pass, vs., 

while differing [from them] in the initial p [347] : (2) a 

regular inf. n. equal to its v. in keeping its augments 

in the same relative positions as those of the v., like 

159 a 
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lUlit and &cl&Uw| [above] (R). In [such] vs., and ns. 

connected with vs. [330], where the ^ and ^ , when g s, 
are mobile, and the preceding letter is quiescent, [but] 
mobile in the o. f. } [vid. the tril. pret .,] the vowel of the 
g , even if it be Fatha, is transferred to the preceding 
letter for observance of the mode of formation [above] 
in the v. r orn. connected with the v., [not for distinction 
between the cats, of ^ and ^ ,] because, in such [words], 
regard for the mode of formation is possible in those 
pronounced with Fath of the g , as in those pronounced 
with Damm or Kasr ; contrary to [those words which 
have] the [ c orig.~\ pronounced with Fath and preceded 

by a letter pronounced with Fath, as JLs and cL [705]. 
For here the o is quiescent ; so that, when it is mobi- 
lized with Fath, and the g is made quiescent, that 
[Fatha on the v_i ] is known to be the vowel of the g : 
and here the distinction between the cats, of ^ and ^ 
is not observed at all, because that is observed only in 
case of inability to observe the mode of formation, as 
[will be] explained [705]:; but in the pass. part. [709] 

that is observed. Do you not see ^Jas [above], which, 
according to Khl, is ong. ^y^ [704] ? And you say ^ULo 
and JJjo [above], *xiu> and ^uo ; and, in the cat. of & , 

^ t- 9 s-9 9 ' t * * 

Lgj and gLo [above], JuJb sleeps at midday and aaaj , 
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*kd JULo sleeping at midday and JL*£c [333]. Thus yora 
see how, when they are obliged to transform the £ , be- 
cause the words mentioned are conformable to their o.fs., 
U e., the triLpret., they intend, in both sorts, [v. and n.,] 
to explain the mode of formation by transferring the 
pamm#, Kasra, or Fatfta to the preceding letter ; and 
do not mind confusion of the cat. of y with that of \$- 
(R on the Preterite)* This transfer has conditions :— 
fl) that the quiescent, to which the vowel is transferred, 
be sound, there being: no transfer to it if (a) an unsound 
letter, as in. JjQ and jtsb [above], <jjy& Hindered and 

c * 9 *'£■*' *■ is. 

~yg : (b) a Hamza, as in y^ b aon of ^ f despaired,- 
Because it ia liable- to transformation by conversion into* 
f[for alleviation; so that it is, as it were r an !*, while- 1 
does not receive a vowel (Sn)] : (a) that is categorically 
declared in the Tashil by IM, who* does not except the 
Hamza here, because he reckons- it among the* unsound' 
letters [697], SO* that it is excluded by his- saying- 
F sound": (2) that the v. be not (a) kv\ of wonder [707], 

as in^^iJI ,jjui l* Hoto plaiti the thing, is !- andaw^sl Lo 
How upright it is !, and k> v ^jo I and ju ^ I , because 
they make it confornrto- the n* corresponding to it in 
measure and indication of excellence, vid; the J**i I of 
superiority [351, 707] (A), which is not transformed, 
because it is a n. resembling the aor. in measure and 
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augment [712]: (a) the [v. of wonder] commensurable 
with the Jju I of superiority is only aJUi I L> , not 
K> Joti I ; but the latter is rnade to aocord with &JUi | U : 
(&) Frd says (( AH transmits from Ks that transfer is 
allowable in [the v. of] wonder, such &s &^ *^( , wherq 
you say *j p> I ; but it is weak " (Sn) : (b) reduplicated 
in the J , as in <jojo I t£>as white and jy*l was 6ZaoA [707], 
which sort they do not transform, lest one paradigm be 
mistaken for another, because, if ^oaj f were subjected to 
the transformation mentioned, ^b would be said, which 
one might suppose to be Jl&U [with Fath of the £ (Sn)] 
from SuallaS delicacy of complexion : (c) unsound in the 
yj , as in ^y&! fell down., where transfer is not introduced, 
lest two transformations ocqur consecutively* And IM 
in the Tashil adds another condition, vid. that the v. do 
not agree [in sense (Sn)] with J*i| [by indicating constu 
^^on or coZor (Sn)], as in^yju and JUua£ , aor. of ^ 

and Ju^-o [707]; and similarly their variations, as s^xl 

xJlff God blinded him of one eye : but here he dispense* 
with the mention qf it, seemingly by reason of its 
previous mention [by implication, not explicitly (Sn),] in 
his saying "But the g of Jkii and- Jmi , when possessed 
of JLii I is sounded true" [684 (ponditions 7 and 8, a)} 
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since the cause [of the sounding true, both here and 
there (Sn),] is one (A), vid. conformity with J*i! (Sn). 
The j and ^ are elided (SH), (l) necessarily, in two 
positions, (a) where quiescence of the final happens to 
be necessitated by (a) attachment of the pron. (Jrb) in 

euch as vlJb J said and v^*j I sold [403, 697], <rJU They 
[fem.] said and ^xs They [fern.] sold: (a) the initial is 
pronounced with Kasr, if the £ be [either] a ^ , [as in 
sswu (Jrb);] or [a . (Jrb)] pronounced with Kasr, [as in 

t 6 

o^&. {Jrb) :] and with Damni in other cases (SH), as in 
viis [403, 484, 626, 705] (Jrb) : ( 6) this, however, is not 
done by them in o^mJ I am not, [which, notwithstand- 
ing that it belongs to the conjug. of Jjti with Kasr of 

the c (456, 707), does not have the J pronounced with 
Kasr (R),] because it resembles tbe£>. [403] (SH) in 
aplasticity (Jrb) : for, since it is aplastic [447], the 
Kasra is elided as forgotten, and is not transferred to 
the letter before the & ; so that J*1J becomes like XJj 
[516, 533] (R) : (y) for the same reason they make the 
^5 quiescent [707] (SH), i. e., do not convert it into I , 
because that is a variation, as is transfer of the vowel 
of the ^5 to the preceding letter ; so that, since the v. is 
aplastic, it is not varied by conversion or transfer, but 
the vowel is elided as forgotten (R) : (b) apocopation, as 
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in JJb p did not say and **S p did not sell [697] ; or 
quasi-apocopation, as (Jrb) in Jj> say and *j sell [663 r 
697], because they are [derive, (Jrb)] from Jyu and *aaS 
[428, 431] (SH), and therefore do not differ from them; 
in Damma or Kasra [of the l_J ] (Jrb) : (b) in [Such as* 

(Jrb)] &oUt and JUl&Cw! [above] (SH) r orig. J-jf and 

• ^ • • 

Jyix^l [697] r where they convert the £ into !> for con- 
formity with -Is! and *UL*| [above] ; and, since two I s : P 

the ! that is [converted from] the £ , and the aug. I r 
then concur, the first is elided (Jrb) : (a) what IHL 
mentions as to elision of the I converted from the y or ^ 
is the opinion of Akh [33*8] ; while, according to* Khl 
and S, the elided is the aug. } as they say on the . of 

o , ft * 

t}y*juo [70&] : but the saying of Akb is more suitable, by 
analogy to other eases where two quiescents eoncur- 
[663] (R) ; (b) some Commentators state that the men- 
tion of fcoU't and &oliLL^! is a repetition ; but the answer* 
is that they are mentioned above because of the conver- 
sion of the c into I , and here because of the lisiom 

fi W «" w y» I 

(Jrb) ; (2-) allowably,, in such as (a) Jul** and v^jya [251 r 
685 (case 7, a, a)] (SH) r which then remain Juu* and 
s^uyo , with a single ^ (MASH) ; the second & being 
elided from them for alleviation?, because of the combina- 
tion of two & s and a Kasra (Jrb) r the poet ['Adl Ibi* 
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ArRa'ld alGhassanl (Jsh)] says, [combining v^J and 
s2*Jo in one verse (Jh),] 

(Jh, IY) He that has died, and taken his rest, is not 
really dead: the really dead is only the dead of the 
living, i. e., is only he that is living, while his state is 
like that of the dead (Jsh) : (b) sSyuT [331] and LyLli 
sleeping at midday (SH), with Fath of the £ (MASH) : 
(a) this requires consideration (R, Jrb), because elision 
is allowable in such as Juu* , necessary in such as &3yu5 

[below] (R) ; since ns. like SuyLxT and sJjXo have no 
o./. used, from which they might be abbreviated (Jrb) ; 
except [extraordinarily (Jrb)] in [poetic license, as (R)} 

[below] (R, Jrb) would that we and the beloved were 
so placed that a 6oai AeM t^s, £o £/*e e/wZ that union might 
return in being !, ju^juT being in the ace. as a sp. (Jsh) : 

0^ 9 o >• 

(&) there is no dispute that &yLA> is altered from its a./., 
because there is no xJ^JUi [331] in their language, except 
extraordinarily, like &iji-ya siverving, deflection, [an 
tn/l n. of u$tX$Jf (^x |V-jmJ| oLo 27k? arrow siverved, or 
deflected, from the butt, aor. ijLuaj (Jh, &F)] : but the 
BB say that it is altered from &yuir[331], the c being 
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Glided, &s is proved by it9 reversion in ^S\ <yu (5 *=» 

[above], and by the existence of JjJbui like )f***± [398] } 
while the KK say that it is altered by changing the 

pamtna of its initial into Fatha, being orig. %->yij$ 
[below], like $Ly*>j*» nature, which is weak, because, if 
it were so, there would be no reason for changing the ^ 
into (5 , and the Damma into Fatha ( Jrb) : (c) accord- 

G »* x 9 ** • © x 

ing to S, such as Jul-u, and ei4xx> are Julo with Kasr of 
the £ [251, 373, 685, 716]; while zSyJu? and l$$£ are 
S3 Ju*' and ii^Ils , with Fath of the £ , on the measure 
of \yjk^ [old woman (KF)], except that the J Is 
repeated, and the S inseparable : (d) since neither JjJ> 

with Kasr of the g, nor the inf. n. z)jl*xi [331], is found 
in any formation other than the hollow, some jtidge Juu* 

and c^uyo to be ongr. Jjtxi with Fath of the £ , like- J^u? 

[373] ; but pronounced with Kasr irregularly , like ^v-wx* 

So, ' ' 

with Kasr of the uJ , and &J** with Damm [311] : (a) 
S, however, says that, if they were [prig.] pronounced 
with Fath of the £ t they would not be altered ; [but 

x CS ' x «5 • 

would be] like ^UaP and ^LsauJ [390] : and the use r of 
Joili ] would be commonly allowable, whereas no Jk*A> 
has been heard from the hollow, except ^jjuc , as JL^ U 
v^Jl [251] : (e) Fr, also endeavouring to avoid the forma- 
tion Jjiio with Kasr of the £ , says that Jy^ [251] is 
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orig. &*ys> , like Ju^I? [348] ; but that, the y [pronounced 
with Kasr] being transferred to the position of the 
^5 , and the [quiescent] ^ to the position of the y , [as 

o^j^ 7 ] the y is converted inta ^ , and [has the quies- 
cent ^ ] incorporated [into it] : ( a ) he says that Jo^-k 
is anomalous, this transformation, says he, becoming 
regular in the assimilate ep. y because it is like, and has 

G ^ 

the same government as, the v. ; whereas, if Jo^w be not 
an ep., like Jo^ a ivailing, it is not subjected to this 
transformation : (/) he says that au.jj^and the like are 
07*7gr. [ xJ^JUi , as] &?>^ [above], like J^-Ljj [252, 390] 

O 9 9 

aud ^Jf. OJua chest j coffer : but that, since most of these 
tn/. n5. are scions of ^ , as ^Lo became, inf. n. s\.^a.o 
[331], and sLw journeyed, inf. n. 5j*^-^ , they pronounce 
the i_S with Fath, so that the ^ may be preserved, be- 
cause the cat. belongs to ,5 [below] ; and then make the 
scions of y conform to those of ^ , converting the [first] 

y [in teyjS J into ^5 in ju^uT ; for conformity with H^v-yw : 
( a ) this is as he says that S-Lii* [247] is oW<jf. ^£S , like 
tfyh. [247] ; but that, deeming the double p heavy, they 
make it single, and put the a as a compensation for the 
elided letter : (g) the saying of S, in all of this, is more 
probable, vid. that some predicaments are peculiar to 

some cats. : so that there is nothing objectionable 

IGOa 
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in peculiarity of J,*Ai with Kasr of the c to the hollovr, 

and of JjtAi with Fath of the c to [the n.] other than the 
hollow ; and since, according to Fr, putting the ^ [of 

the ep. Jjuti'] before thee, and, according to those 
others, transfer of J^&Ai with Fath to JjlaS with Kasr, 
may be peculiar to the hollow, there is nothing to 
prevent the formation J.*^ from being peculiar to it : 
and similarly there is nothing objectionable in pecu- 
liarifcy of xJ^Uaj [331] to the inf. n. of the hollow, or 
alii [247] with Damm of the uJ lo the pj. of the defec- 
tive ; while the saying of Fr that they make ^ pre- 
doaxinate over * , because the cat. belongs to ^ [above], 
is of no account, since inf. ns. of this measure are rare, 
and, in those which occur, the scions of ^ , like &y^ 
[above], 'i^O^s leading, and iUJl^ intervening, are near, 
or equal, in number to the scions of ^ : (/*,) the reason why 

elision is necessary in such as 2o^u5" and H^a*** > con- 
trarv to juu* and o*ax> , is that the extreme number of 
letters reached by a n. through augmentation is seven 
[368], while these contain six, to which the S of femini- 
nization is invariably attached ; so that, since allevia- 

G <* >- 

tion is allowable in what has fewer letters, like Juyw , 
it is necessary in what has many, like &y.A*": (3) rarely, 
in sc yk%j^} , as ^Ls^ sweet basil for ^L^v-k , ong. ^^yi.) 
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from 2*^ (R). The ; and & are preserved in other 
cases, vid. where the causes of transformation and 
elision are (1) absent (M), as in JLs and £o [above], 
and what resembles them (IY) : (2) present, except that 
something intervenes, which prevents the execution of 
their behest, as in ^1^ [684 (condition 11, d), 711] and 
^jJ^ [272, 684], J$2> [331, 684 (condition 11, a), 698, 
711] and ^K^ [in/, n. of t*}L> tcalked, swaying his 
shoulders, aor. viJLa^j (IY)], *>Ly> and ^iUi* [273] (M). 
Such as iJ'Je and ^cd^r^ [above], ^L^ [684 (condition 
10, a, b), 698] and ^^ [and ^J&IL ], are [treated as] 
sound, (1) to notify, by their mobility, the mobility of what 
they signify ; while ^yo is [conformable to (j!**=» (Jrb)], 
because it is its opp. [698] (SH) : (a) this is mar- 
vellous : for the mobility of the word is not akin to the 
mobility of what it signifies, except by lit. hornonymy, 
since the meaning of mobility in the word is that you 
put after the consonant something of . or ^ or I [697], 
as is the well-known [theory] ; and, the mobility of the 
signified being leagues away from this, how can one of 
them notify the other ? (R) : or (2) because they are 
not conformable [331] (SH), like SLcLsl and 2UUu\«,| 
[above] (R), to the v. (R, Jrb), which is obvious (Jrb) ; 
nor agreeable (SH) with it iu mobility and quiescence 
(Jrb), i. e. ; commensurable with it, like ^JLc and ^Lx* 
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[above], <^L> and ^ [711] (R). Moreover &*$}=* and 

*Ka^ are of the same formation as u'^y* & n d (jUAa 
[331, 719], in which the unsound letter is [treated as] 
sound, though it is a J , which is weak, susceptible of 
alteration ; so that the p , which is stronger than the 
J , because protected [by the subsequent letters of the 
word], should a fortiori be [treated as] sound. Similarly 
*G*S and *^L^» are not transformed, because of their 
remoteness from the formations of the v., by reason of 
the two I s of femininization at their end ; and, even if no 
J of femininization occurred at their end, their forma- 
tion would still necessitate their being treated as sound, 
like iUx^ [711] and &}y» J^ an inquisitive man, because 
of its remoteness from the formations of the v. (IY). 

§. 704. The tril. vs. unsound in the g , (1 ) if the g be 

» , are of three kinds J^si , J^i , and J.ai [482], like the 

-J s 

«** s • #"•/«• 

-sound : (2) if the £ be ^ , are of two kinds, Jjti and Jjti ; 

not JjJ [705], as though they discarded this formation 
in this cat. [of the hollow], because of that conversion 
of the (5 into ^ [686 (case 1)] which would ensue in the 
aor. (IY). One word of this conjug., however, does 
occur in the ^ cat. of the hollow, vid. J^Jt ^ meaning 
The man became possessed of goodly appearance [705, 
707], the & of which is not converted into I in thepret., 
because, if it were, then transformation of the aor. } by 
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transfer of the vowel of the ^ to the letter before 
it and conversion of the & into ^ , would be necessary, 
because the acr. follows the pret. in [undergoing] trans- 
formation ; so that you would say *U> , aor. i^jj , and 
thus transition Vroru a lighter to a heavier [formation] 



would be produced (R on the Preterite). The formations 



of the v., (l) in ihe [cat. of] . , are on [the measure of] 
(a) jl* , aor. jJUlj as jli , aor. jjL [697, 703] (M); not 

9 Q' \ m 

^U-cj with Kasr, as [sometimes] occurs in the sound [482], 
lest, the . becoming ^ [685 (case 5)], the scions of . be 

confounded with those of ^ (IY) : (b) c l*i , aor. jutjb , 
as uJlil , aor. ^Jxj [697, 703] (M) ; not JLtll with 
Kasr, except in two words, _lb , aor. p**iL> , and slj , 
aor. &axj [below] (IY) : (c) JjJ , aor. JoJb , as jib , aor. 

9 9 *» ' ' y i s 

JLkj ; and <>U> , aor. ^ ; i. e., became tall, and bounti- 
jul : (2) in the [co*. of] ^ , are on [the measure of] (a) 

<*& , «o?\ Ui^ , as gb , aor. ^ [697, 703]: (b) JjJ , 
aor. Jjlaj , as t_jLp , aor. ^Uj [703]. And J^Jb with 
Kasr does not occur in the [cat. of] * , nor Jxij in the 
[cat. of) ,5 [below]. But Khl asserts that 'lb perished, 
aor. ^>-aJ^ [703], and sU> ?osZ ^Ae way, aor. a^yu , are joti , 
aor. f^xAj [above], like s_^^ , aor. ^~js\j [482, 700] ; 
both being from . , because they say kz*L+L I caused to 
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perish and oJ*y> I caused to lose, the way, and 'yL> I ys 

&X* He is more apt to perish than lie and »•-) I more apt to 
lose the ivay [below] (M). And [IY agrees that], since 
they are from ^ , their pret. is Joti with Kasr of the g , 

9 . 9 

(l) because you say o^Jc I perished and o^* J /os£ ^e 
way, with Kasr of their lJ ; whereas, if their pret. were 
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Jjti , then v^^aJs [below] and o^j> would be said, with 
Damm ; and, since that is not said, they are proved to 

9 o 

be of the class of oi> [403, 484] : (2) because the aor. 
of Joti , in the cat. of ^ , is only Jotij [above] with 

9 s 9 „ 

Damm ; so that, since they say ^-a^j and x-yo , what 
we have said is proved. The o. /. of ^^ t and &a£> 
is ^Jk> [703] and sy^ , the Kasra being transferred 
fiom the . to the preceding letter ; so that, the ^ being 
quiescent, and the preceding letter pronounced with 
Kasr, the ^ is converted into ^ [685 (case 5)] (IY). 

But, according to him that says ^sb.+J? and ca-jju , they 
are [from ^ (below), being jjb , aor. J*L (IY),] like 

p^ ? aor - Ah^ [above] (M). IH says that (R) '\Jd , 
aor. &da* > and »b' , aor. auyu> , according to those who 

say e^^Js and ^y^\ > and v»j&y> and syM [above], are 
anomalous (SH), on the ground that thepre£. is joti with 
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Fath of the c , the aor. of which, in the hollow belongs 
ing to the cat. of ^ , is pronounced only with Damni of 
the g (R) ; or are intermixtures [of dial. veers.] (SH), 
as [is added] in some MSS of the SH, which seems to 
have been appended not by IH, but by somebody who, 
fancying, from regard to what is [stated] iu the Jh, that 
— lL> , aor. ^ySzj , is said, takes the pret. from _Lb , 

aor. ^y^i , belonging to the cat. of ^ , and the aor, 
from _Lb , aor. ^4^. ? belonging to the cat. of ^ [above]. 
But the _*.,Lu mentioned by Jh has not been heard : 
and, if it were authentic, —Lie , aor. ^aJsj , would not 



C 
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be compounded [of two dial. vars.~] ; but _Lb , aor. 
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_ ylai , would be like JU , aor. Jyb ; and —lis , aor. 
^.aIij , like gL , aor. *aaj [above]. Nor is what IH 
says about anomalousne^s of any account, since, if _l,b 

were like JU , then y^ss.io [above], like ^JL- [403, 703, 
705], would be said, with Damm of the i_5 , which has 
not been heard ; and it is more proper that, so far as 
possible, the [form of a] word should not be charged 

9 9 * ' 

to anomalousness (R on the Aorist). And [ L Ui_> with] 

Damnia on the [ c when a] ^ occurs in *a^j aor. of *^js 
[above] (R on the Preterite) 

§. 705. Upon attachment of the [mobile] pron. of 
the ag. } [vid. the o of the 1st or 2nd jpers., and the like 
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(IY),] they transmute J*i , [when it is] from [the cat. of 
(IY)] ^ , into Jul3 ; and, [when it i] from [the eat. of (IY)]' 
<5 , into joti : and then the Damma and Kasra are- 
transferred to the L_i , [after removal of the vowel orig-.. 

9 O 9 O 9 9 

belonging to it (IY) ; ] so that oJ.3 and ( ^Jb , cou and 
,jJu [403, 703] are said (M). If you say " Why do- 

you not assert that the o. /. of Jj> aud JU is Juti witb 
Damm of the g , and dispense with the trouble of alter- 
ing [the conjug.']'?", one says [in reply] " That would 
not be correct, because Jjti occurs only intrans. [432,, 
484]; whereas you say uojuJI oJl& i visited the sick- 
and ^JcX^aJf iy;) -^ visited the friend, so that you find 
viJU to be [sometimes] trans. " (IY). IH's saying: 

9 J O > 

about " the conjug. of kjiU* " [484] is an answer to the 1 
objection that k?Juu I ruled him and &aJj> I said %t are* 
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orig. xSdyAu and ajcjj.? r with Damm of the g , as is the 1 
opinion of Ks [below] ; the Damma of the g being; 
transferred to the L_i , and the g [then] elided because of 
the concurrence of two quiescents; so that J,*i does* 
occur trans. : and the answer is a denial that they are 
orig. pronounced with Damm of the g , because the 
unsound, when its case is dubious, is made to accord 
with the sound ; while no Joti with Damm occurs trans. 
in the sound, so that they are orig. with Fath of the g 
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[704]. The learned differ about the manner of the 
transition [from v^Jjti ] to that [form od>i J. Some say 

that ^Ju* and oou are ong. wiy and ojlu , with Fath 
of the c ; but that, since it is known that the p would 
be elided, because of the concurrence of two quiescents 
[663], upon its conversion into I [684, 703], and the cai. 
of ^ would [then] not be distinguishable from that of 
<5 , [ v^Joti being, in either cat., reduced to o-li , ] they 
transmute the former into J<*i with Damm, and the 
latter into J^ti with Kasr ; and then the vowel of the 
unsound letter is transferred to the uJ , and the £ elided 
because of the concurrence of two quiescents; so that 

uljJcw and oou are said (Jrb on the Preterite). This is 
the opinion of many [described by R in §. 484 as " S 
and the majority of the GG/'] and among them Ks 
[above] ; and is adopted by [Z in the M, and] IM in the 
Tashll (A). But IH refutes this by his saying " not 
because of transfer" [484], meaning "not because of 
transfer from the £ , as soice mention ", since that 
would entail transfer from one conjug. to another 
differing from it in form, as is obvious ; and in sense, 
because of the difference in the meanings [484] of the 

conjugs. [ Jxi , Joti , and Jjl: ] : and he points out 
that the Damm and Kasr are " for explanation [of 

the v. as one] of the scions of the . " [484] and ^ , 

161 a 
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respectively (Jib). What is meant by " scions of ^ [or 
t5 (Jrb)] " is (Jrb, Sn) its derivs. (Sn), [i. e.,] the 
unsound [words] belonging to the cat. of^or ^ (Jrb), 
[here] meaning the words whose £ is ^ [or ^ ] (Sn). 
His argument is that the ^ and ^ , being mobile, and 
preceded by a letter pronounced with Fath, are con- 
verted into I [684, 703] and elided [663] ; and afterwards 
the lJ is pronounced with Damm in the cat. of ^ ,- and 
Kasr in that of ^ , as an indication of them, so that no 
breach [of formation] may occur. The reason why the 
earlier [authorities] venture upon the objectionable 
[theory of transmutation above] mentioned is thai!, 
Seeing: the Arabs make no distinction, in ^Ju^ and o^ 
[403, 703], between the ; and & , they say that, if the 
vowel were for explanation [of the v. as one] of the 
scions of . , Damm would be necessary in v^uii* : but, in 
reply to that, IH says that they pronounce [the eJ- ] 
with Kasr in o~ai* for " explanation of the mode of 
formation " [484]. His argument is that indication of 
the mode of formation is more important than explana- 
tion [of the v. as one] of the scions of y or ^ , because 
the first pertains to the sense, and the second to the 
form : but that, since indication of the mode of forma- 
tion is not possible for them in oJL)> and ^^u , from fear 
of missing the object altogether, because, if they pro- 
nounced the lJ here with Fath, this would not indicate 
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the vowel of the c , and moreover they would also omit 
the explanation [of the v. as one] of the scions of ^ or 

3 o y a ' 

,£ ; contrary to kzJl±» and ca«> , which the Kasra shows 
to be orig. pronounced with Ivasr of the g , so that here 
they observe the explanation of the mode of formation 
(Jrb). And [what] we say [is this] : — The ^ in Jj> 
[403], J*io , and <-^-=» > and the ^ in *+? an( i v^ , being 
mobile, and preceded by a letter pronounced with Fath, 
is converted into I [684, 703]; so that they become 
JU* , tjlis , and <^JU* , and cb and ^jLi : and, while the 
t remains, it is impossible to notify the mode of forma- 
tion in these conjvgs., and that they are orig, [on the 
measure of] Joti [704], c Ui , and Juti ; because the I 
must be preceded by a letter pronounced with Fath ; 
but, when the mobile nom. prons. are attached to them, 
the J must be made quiescent, for the reason known [20, 
403, 607, 692] ; and, the I being then elided in all of 
them, because of the two quiescents [663J, what pre- 
vented the notification of the measure, i. e., the ! , 
ceases to exist ; so that, after its elision, they intend to 
notify the mode of formation in every one of them, 
because the formation of the v. is, as much as possible, 
to be retained and observed ; and that is realized by vocal- 
izing the i_J with a vowel like what was on the c in the 
0./., because the variation in the measures of the tril. v. 
is only through the vowels of the p [482, 704] : but, 
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this notification not being possible in juti with Fath of 
the £ , as Jy> and *aj , where the vowels of the t-J and 
£ are alike, they omit it ; and notify the mode of forma- 
tion in jL*i and Jmi only : so that in Juti , as l_>U» and 
vJj& , they say ^Oi* and 00J& [721], equalizing the cats. 
of j and (5 [in Kasr of the uJ ], because the important 
[object] is to notify the mode of formation ; and in 
Jots , as JUs , they say oJlb [721], the Damma being 
for explanation of the mode of formation, not for 
explanation of the [v. as a scion of] y , because of what 
we have [just] mentioned, and [because] in this conjug. 
no hollow [v.] belonging to the cat. of ^ occurs, which 
they might equalize with the cat. of ^ in Damm [of the 
lJ ], as they equalize the two [cats, in Kasr] in [the 
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conjug. of] Juti , as ow£^> and o-^a [above], except y*s> 
[704], the (5 of which is not converted into \ , as we 
mentioned : and, since they have finished notifying the 
mode of formation in the conjugs. of Joti and Jjti , while 

the like of that [notification] is not possible in J*T> 
they intend in its case to notify the cats, of* and ^5 T 
and the distinction between them, as the saying goes 
yl^b JX. JjJo *J ^ If there be not any vinegar, then 
wine ; so that, after elision of the \ because of the two 
quiescents, they import Damma into JU , putting it in 
place of the Fatlia [on the lJ ], and similarly Kasra 
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into cL , in order that the first may indicate the 5 , and 
the second the ^ (R on the Preterite). Mz asserts 
that they transmute gb and *U into *^j and pj> , as 
they transmute in k^ju and ^+3 [above] (IY). And 
Akh told us that some of the Arabs say Jjuj <X^ lXaS 
£aic2 was near doing and e)l*> J^Uj <X^ JL^ U Zata /ias 
not ceased doing that, meaning Jl^ and o\6 (S). But 
[Z says that] they do not transmute without the 
[mobile] pron. [of the ag.] (M), because *aj and JLi 
would be mistaken for the pass, in jo\ *o iTazcZ was 

soZrf and JyUI Jy? JAe saying uxis said, in the diaZ. of 
those who say that [43G, 706] (IY) ; except in the say- 
ings 1 6S J^xaj iXjS and eJI<3 J**-^ J^s U [above] trans- 
mitted from some of the Arabs (M), whence 

-4nd the hyenas of the high ground, or of AlKujf [a 
valley of AlMadlna (Bk;], were near devouring my 
body, and Khirdsh ivas near being fatherless after that,, 
which As says that he heard some one recite. For o& 
is Joti [463, 626], and so is JK , that being proved by 

the aor. o^S [482] and jkl [447] : but they transfer the 
Kasra from the g to the lJ , after eliding the vowel of 
the uJ , so that the word becomes S^f and Jb\ ; and 
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they do not fear its being mistaken for Juti , because 
both [vs.] are intrans. (IY). 

§. 706. When the £ of the pret., [either] tril, like 
Jli [in the ca£. of ; (Tsr)] and gli [in that of & (Tsr)], 
or on [the measure of (Tsr)] Jjtii! or JjlL| f like jlx~»\ 
chose [in the cat. of <^ (Tsr)] and oUj I submitted [in that 
of j (Tsr)], is unsound, then [in the pass.] you may 
pronounce the preceding letter with (1) Kasr, (a) pure, 
[which is the dial, of Kuraish and their neighbours 
(Tsr)] ; (b) smacking of Damm, [which is the dial, of 
many of Kais and most of the Banu Asad (Tsr) : (a) 
the I is then, in either ease, converted into ^ : (2) pure 
Damm, the I being then converted into ^ , as J^o: ouJ 
^J\ and *sJ| ^7^, ^^ ^S^ [436], which [dial. (Tsr)] 

is rare ; but [is found in the speech of Hudhail ; and 
(Tsr)] is attributed to [all of (Tsr)] Fak'as and Dubair 
(Aud on the Pro-agent), who are among the chaste 
speakers of the Banu Asad ; and is said by IUK in his 
commentary on the Tashil, and by RSht, to be trans- 
mitted from the Banu Dabba ; and by IHsh to be 
transmitted from some of Tamxm [Notes on pp. 122, 
123] (Tsr) : (a) it is asserted by Ibn 'Udhra [and a band 
of the modern Westerns (Tsr)] to be disallowed in JjtAif 
and Jjl&jI (Aud), like ^Ui»l and jUul , which exceed 
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three [letters] ; so that )T x± I and oyu I are not said 
(Tsr) : but [the well-known saying is (Tsr)] the fiist, 
[which (Tsr)] is the saying of IU, AlUbbadl, and IM 
(Aud). The cat. of oW an d £** > [*• e -> the f?t'Z. £>re£. 
pass. (Jrb),] has three dial, vars., (l) [pure (MASH)] 
<5 (SH), which is the chastest of them (MASH) : (a) 
j*aj> is orig. *aj : then they make the ^ quiescent, from 
dislike to Kasra upon it after Damma ; so that, a quies- 
cent ^5 preceded by Pamtna being produce J, the lJ is 
pronounced with Kasr, in order that the ^ may be 
sounded true : (b) then Juu? is made to conform to *aj : 
(c) by this the saying of S is strengthened against that 
of Akh [710], since they alter the vowel, not the conso- 
nant [below] (Jib): (2) Ishmam (SH), i. e., making the 
\J> smack of Damra, for notification of the o.f. : (a) this 
dial. var. is chaste (Jrb) : (3) [pure] ^ (SH) : (a) J*i* is 
orig. Jy? : but, disliking Kasra upon the ^ after Damma, 
they elide it, so that Jy> becomes Jy* : (b) then they 

make g*j conform to it : (c) this strengthens the saying 
of Akh [710] ; but is a corrupt dial, var., not to be 
taken into account, because conformity of the heavy to 
the light is more suitable than conformity of the light 
to the heavy (Jrb). This [passage of the SH] is [more 
fully] explained in [the following extract from] the com- 
mentary on the IH [721] (R). They are orig. <J?2 and 
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*jo [436, 721, 724] : but Kasra on the unsound letter is 
deemed heavy : so that, (l) according to IH, the 
Kasra is elided, not transferred to the preceding letter, 
because transfer [of a vowel] is only to a quiescent [697], 
not to a mobile ; and then, Jy> and **j remaining, (a) 
some convert the quiescent ^ into ^ , because of the 
Dainma of the preceding letter, saying JyS and g*j> [436], 
which is the rarest of the dial. vars. : (b) the better 
[course] is to convert the Damma into Kasra in the 
cat. of ^ , so that *jo remains, because alteration of a 
vowel is less [disturbing] than alteration of a consonant 
[above], and also because *-o is lighter than co ; and 
then to make Jy? conform to <t<o , because, like the 
latter, unsound in the £ ; so that, its o being pro- 
nounced with Kasr, the quiescent ^ is converted into ^ : 
(2) according to Jz, (a) the Kasra is transferred to the 
preceding letter, because Kasra is lighter than the 
vowel of that letter, and their intention is to lighten 
[the formation] as much as possible ; and, according to 
this [saying], transfer of a vowel to a mobile, after 
elision of its vowel, is allowable when the vowel trans- 
ferred is lighter than the vowel of the [letter that it is] 
transferred to; so that, *jo and Jy> remaining, the 
quiescent • is converted into ^ , because of the Kasra 
of the preceding letter, as in <jlv-yo [685 (ease 5)]: (b) 
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Some of them, says he, make the g quiescent, but do not 
transfer the Kasra to the preceding letter : so that the 
2 remains in its [original] slate ; while the ^ is con- 
verted into j , because of [its quiescence and] the 
Damma of the preceding letter [686 (case 1)] : but this 
is the rarest of the dial, vars., because Damma and ^ 
are heavy ; and the first is better, because Kasra and 
(5 are light. The saying of Jz is more probable, because 
transformation of the word from regard to itself is more 
proper than conformity to another in transformation : 
and the reason why IH prefers elision of the Kasra is 
only that transfer of the vowel to a mobile is deemed 
strange ; whereas there is no strangeness in it, as we 
have explained. And, as for Ishmam, it is chaste, 
though rare (R on IH upon the Passive). " Ishmam " 
here is not [used] in the sense mentioned at the begin- 
ning of [the chapter on] Pause [640] (Jrb). As to the 
manner of pronouncing with Ishmam, (1) RSht says 
"There are three ways, vid. compressing the lips (a) 
while pronouncing the o , so that its vowel is between 
the vowels of Damm and Kasr, which is the well-known, 
notorious [way], used in reading [the Kur] ; (b) while 

making the Kasra of the uJ pure ; (c) a little before 
pronouncing the Kasra of the o , because, the initial of 
the word being opposed to its final, [it follows that,] as 

Ishmam in finals is after finishing the quiescence of the 

102 a 
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letter [640], so Ishmam in initials is before pronouncing 
the Kasra of the letter": (2) IUK says " The most 
probable [way] is what has been neatly described by 
one of the Moderns, who says that you pronounce the 
o of the word with a complete vowel compounded of 
two vowels, separably, not indivisibly, a preceding por- 
tion of Damma, which is the smaller, followed immedi- 
ately by a portion of Kasra, which is the larger, whence 
the ^5 becomes clear " [436] (Tsr). ' The essence of this 
Ishmam [436, 668, 697] is your directing the Kasra of 
the o of the v. towards Damma, so that the subsequent 
quiescent ^ may incline a little toivards ^ , since it 
imitates the vowel of the letter before it. This is what 
Fr and the GG mean by Ishmam in this position. 
Some say that Ishmam here is like Ishmam in the state 
of pause [640], i. e., compression of the lips only, 
together with pure Kasr of the o ; but this is contrary 
to the well-known [doctrine], according to both parties 
[of GG, the BB and the KK]. And some say that it 
is your putting a pure Damma followed by a quiescent 
<5 ; but this also is not well-known, according to them 
(R on IH). The majority term this vowel "Ishmam"; 
but really it is " Rauni " [436, 668], because Raum is a 
light vowel, while Ishmam is preparing the organ for 
pronunciation of the vowel without [actually uttering] 
any sound [640] (IY). IH says " The object of Ish- 
mam is to announce that the initials of these words are 
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orig. pronounced with Damni " (R on IH). But, if 
that [mobile nom. pron. (Jrb)] which makes the J quies- 
cent [403] be attached to the cat. of Ly> and *aj , as 

OoLfc L> K^xi Thou tcast sold, slave and Jj> L> oJU> TAou 
wast said, O saying [below], then [also three diaZ. rars. 
are allowable (Jrb),] Kasr [of the vJ (Jrb)], Ishmam, 
and Damm (SH). . The g is elided (R, Jrb), because of 
the concurrence of two quiescents (Jrb) : while the o 
remains, as before the elision, pronounced with (1) pure 
Kasr, which is the best-known [dial, var.] ; (2) Kasr 
smacking somewhat of Damm ; (3) pure Darnni (R), 
IM asserts that what is ambiguous, whether Kasr, as 

9 Q > O > • 9 

in v^i-=» and cou , or Damm, as in o^ , [when they are 
in the pass. (Tsr)/J is disallowed (Aud), which he indi- 
cates by his saying " But, if ambiguity be feared in 
any form, it is avoided " (Tsr). The o. /. of the phrase 

[before the vs. are put into the pass. (Tsr)] is Sl\ ^SlL 

Zaid feared me and ^J ^L sold me to <Amr and 
j, * • ^ s 
ItX^ J^c &*^ hindered me from doing such a thing : 

then you [suppress the ag., and (Tsr)] put the vs. into 
the pass n [substituting a & for the ^ of the 1st pers. 

(Tsr)] ; so that, if you said odLi> I was feared and cLjL 

/ was sold with Kasr [of the ^ and ^ (Tsr)], and ^lk 

I was hindered with Damm [of its initial (Tsr)], you 
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would convey the idea that they are v. and ag., [signify- 
ing / feared and sold and hindered,] and the [intended 
(Tsr)] meaning would be reversed : and therefore only 
Ishmam or Damm must be allowed in the two first, [i. e., 
v^Ai* and oou (Tsr) ;] and Ishmam or Kasr in the third, 
[i. e., v^JLd (Tsr) ;] while the ambiguous mode [of voca- 
lization], [vid. Kasr in the two first, and Damm in the 
third (Tsr),] must be disallowed. But the Westerns 
hold it to be [merely] less approvable, not disallowed 
(Aud), saying that [in the pass.] the Arabs prefer Kasr 
of the vj when pronounced with Damm in the act, and 
Damm of the o when pronounced with Kasr in the act., 
for distinction between the two [voices], which is obvi- 
ous (Tsr). What IM mentions as to the necessity of 
avoiding the ambiguous form, according to what he 
apparently [below] says here, and expressly states in 
the CK, is not noticed by S, who seems to say that the 
three modes are allowable unrestrictedly (A). S does 
not regard ambiguity [in that (Tsr)], because [ambi- 
guity is no preventive, since (Tsr)] it exists in [n. and 
v. (Tsr, Sn),] such as s liiauo choosing, or chosen, [an act. 
or pass, part, its t being converted from a ^pronounced 
with Kasr or Fath, respectively (Tsr, Sn),] and jLd£ 
II. 233. shall harm, or be harmed (Aud, A), orig. ;;L»d3 
(K, B), act. or pass., the first * being pronounced [before 
the incorporation (Sn)] with Kasr or Fath, respectively 
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(Tsr, Sn). Sf [also] appears to say that no distinction 
is necessary ; but that the ambiguity is pardoned, 
because such [a form] seldom occurs (R on IH). [And] 
A says "apparently" because of the possibility that 
[by " avoided " (above)] " allowably", or u approvably ", 
" avoided " should be meant (Sn). Of course, avoid- 
ance is more proper and preponderant (A). When there 
exists some context indicating that what is meant is the 

act. or pass., as in Jys L cJls and Ou^ b v^ju [above} 

9 0* * * c 9 

and Jyft u v^i&> Thou tvast feared, terror, pure Damm 
is allowable in the first, and pure Kasr in the two 
others, in reliance upon the context ; but, if no [such] 
context exist, the more proper [pronunciation] is Kasr 
or Ishmam in the first, and Damm [or Ishmam] in the 
two others (R on SH). And the cat. of Zu±\ and 
0ul5j I , [i. e., of Jlju3 I and JLxa3 I from the hollow (R),~\ is 
like that of jus and *aj [in allowability of the three 
modes (R)] in both (SH) cases mentioned under Jus , 
i. e., absence, and attachment, of "that which makes 
the J quiescent" [above], the sense being that, in both 

cases, >&£» I and Juuu I , like Jus and *aj , have three 
states, [vid. in the first case] pure & , which is the 

s 9 ° 9 

chastest ; and Ishmam ; and [pure] • , like ; *£=» t and 
o^aj! [436]: and similarly [in the second case] pure 
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Kasr, which is the best known, like ^yc^ | and £cXK3 1 ; 
and Ishmam ; and [pure] Damm, like &lz£> \ and ,j Jjb° f 
(MASH) : contrary to the cat. of ^1 and 1**L»\ (SH), 
because Damm and Ishmam are allowable only in 
consequence of the Damm of the letter before the ; and' 

<5; whereas m ^aSI and |*x&u*l , omg. ^sl and ^a-wI , 
the letter before the unsound letter is not pronounced 
with Damm ; so that only pure Kasr is allowable (R). 
And [in the three states (MASH)] the [conj. (MASH)] 
Hamza is pronounced (A, Tsr, MASH) like the third 
letter (Tsr), [i. e.,] with a vowel (A), vid, Damm, Kasr, 
or Ishmam (Sn), like [that of (A)] the o and \j [436, 
668] (A, MASH) : so says IM (Tsr) ; though the 
[same] author's language [in the IM on the Pro- Agent] 
suggests the necessity of Damm, absolutely, because he 
first lays down, unrestrictedly, that the initial of the 
[pass.] v. is pronounced with Damm [436], and here 
confines himself to the currency of the three modes [of 
vocalization] in the letter before the £ : so says RSht 
(Sn). 

§. 707. The following cats, are [treated as] sound : — 

(1) iliifCo , [i. e., the v. of wonder (MASH), as Jp»| d 

|jo\ Hoiv ivell Zaid speaks! and x^ JyM (R, Jrb), 

^ 0% 

U How tvell he sells ! and ** ^o I (Jrb),] because 
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[transformation is principally in the v., on account of its 
heaviness ; whereas the cat. of wonder, though, accord- 
ing to the soundest opinion, a v., resembles ns. by- 
reason (R)] of its aplasticity [477] (SH), so that it 
becomes like the J^tit of superiority [351, 703] and the 
ep. Jlif [348] (K) : (2) 1L JUM(SH), i. e., the jlif of 
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superiority (R, Jrb), as *^ ^ Jy*! <X?) Zaid is a better 

speaker than 'Amr and *-o! a better salesman [712] 
(Jrb), (a) because conformable to it [below] (SH), i. e., 
resembling the v. of wonder, since wonder at a thino- is 
on account of its superiority in some sense to others, for 
which reason the v. of w r onder and the n. of superiority 
are equal in many predicaments [351, 477] (R) : or (b) 
because it might be mistaken for the v. (SH), since the 

forms of the pret. v. from *JU?f imputing a saying and of 

the JLxil of superiority from Jy> saying, but for the 
transformation [in the former], would agree ; so that 
they treat the n. as sound, and transform the v. : that 
being more proper than the converse, because trans- 
formation, in whichever of them it be, is explicable only 
by conformity to the tril. pret. v., as JG [703] ; while 
the v., being more like the i\, is more properly made 
conformable to it : (a) this [second] cause is the one 
assigned to the n. of superiority by S (Jrb), [who says 
that] they make Jjti I , w T hen a n., complete, in order to 



. 
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distinguish it from the plastic v. [ Jlil ], as JlS't and IGf 
[703] (S) : but he makes the v. of wonder conform to it 
(Jrb), [saying that] the Jotil in *j£s| U and iilj? li 
[above] is complete, because its sense is that of JlLo Jk*i f 
a greater doer than thou and ^UJl Jotil iAe greatest 
doer of mankind; and similarly xj Jotil , because i. q. 

aJjtil U (S) : whereas IH first does the reverse, by 
making the n. of superiority conform to the v. of wonder ; 
and then mentions for the n. of superiority this cause, 
which is mentioned by S (Jrb) : (&) there is no reason 
for his saying " because conformable to it " [above], 
since the Joti I of superiority is a n. ; while the n. is 
generally not transformed in this way, [i. e., by transfer 
and conversion,] as we have mentioned [703] : and, 
though the [two] kinds of ns. [there] described are [so] 
transformed, as already explained, still the condition of 
the augmented kind commensurable with the v., when 
we intend its c to be transformable, is that it should be 
different from the v. in some respect [703, 712]; whereas 
this [n.] does not differ from the v. in anything : (c) [if 
any excuse for the omission to transform were required,] 
his [second] saying " because it might be mistaken " 
would suffice (R); (3) \f»j*)\ and t ; ;p^t [492, 684 
(condition 9, a)], because i, q. t^UUs [703] (SH), i. e., 
\f^S and l;;; 1 ^ (Jrb) : (a) if the sense of J^lJtf be 
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not intended in J.aXi! , you transform [the £ in] it, as 
o£Jl [sought out (MAR)] and JlUt [703, 706]: (4) [the 
conjug. of] ^1 [684 (conditions 7, 8, b)], oil! [703], 
and tXlol ZiacZ the disease termed tX^o [below], because 
the transformation of such as *jj| and *jAu«t [703], 
besides being contrary to the general rule, [since the ^ 
is not preceded by a letter pronounced with Fath,] is 
only for conformity with the transformed tril. [ pis ] ; 
whereas there is no transformed tril. here (R) : (5) the 
conjug. of ^Lc I became blind of one eye and jl^w I became 
black [714], because of ambiguity [below] (SH), since, if 
the . were converted into I , its vowel being transferred 
to the preceding letter, the conj. Hamza and one of the- 
two I s would be elided ; so that » lc and j>L« would 
remain, which might be mistaken for the act. part, of 
the reduplicated : (a) there is no reason for his saying 
"because of ambiguity" [above], since non-transforma- 
tion requires to be excused only .where a cause [of trans* 
formation] exists, but no transformation takes place - r 
while the cause of transformation, in the v. whose , or 
^5 is preceded by a quiescent, is its being a deriv. of a 
v. whose transformation is authorized, as in Jj\ and 
Jlaiwl [703] ; whereas ^ and Oy^ are not transformed r 

so that )\yc~\ and of^-wl might be made conformable: to 

lGSa 
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them ; nay, the case is reversed [below] : (b) if indeed 
it be asked "How is it that ; f^&t and ^1\ are not 

transformed, when they appear to be like lls\ [703] ?", 
the answer is that there is a distinction between them, 
vid. that the cause [of transformation] exists in 1*3 1, 
not in a /yl\ [or Jt^ll | ] (R) : (6) the conjug. of (MASH) 
)y& became blind of one eye and o^ became black [and 
4\aao (S, Jh, M)], because i. q. J^l and of^f (SH) and 
duual [above] (Jh), since the original conjugs. for colors 
and external defects are Jmit and JUi| [493A] ; so that, 
though the tril. is the original of the augmented in 
form, still, since these two conjugs. are original in sense 
the case is reversed [above], the triL* being treated like, 
the augmented in respect of soundness, to notify the 
originality of the augmented in the sense mentioned 
[684 (conditions 7, 8, b)] (R) : (a) Jjj [447] is made 
quiescent [in the g ] from J»J , like Jul* [456, 703], as 
they say JLc incu; for jJU [482] : but they make it 
permanently quiescent, because, not being as plastic as 
its congeners, it is not put into the form of [the v., like 
(IY) Ouyc , [where the £ is sounded true (IY),] or ^Ud , 
[where the p is transformed (IY) ;] but into the form 
of what is [a \ ure p. (IY),] not a v., as ^J : (b) for the 
same reason they do not transfer the vowel of the £ to * 
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the o in vLU[703] (M), llLJ , and ,dlj (IY) : (c) the 

proof that the £ [of y^jJ ] is [prig.'] pronounced with 

" ° " 
Kasr is that Fatha of the p is not elided, ^^o not being 

said [for uvo ], as As^ is said for ^JL& [Note on^>. 246, 
L 2] ; and that the conjitg. of Jjti with Datum [of the c ] 

&9 ' 

does not ocour in the ^ cat. of the hollow, except ^xss> 
[704], which is anomalous (R) : (7) the variations of 
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those [t^. (Jrb)] whose p is sounded true, like (a) &3\^&| 
I made him blind of one eye and &3juul*\ (^H), if you 
were to form ci*-UiJCw| from * ^ (M), and s>^ju *JU| tXx^l 
God caused his camel to have the disease termed cXa-o 
(S, M), because their o. /. [ ^x or <Xyo ] is not trans- 
formed, so that they might be conformable to it in trans- 
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formation (R) ; and [similarly (R)] (b) j^U* and a^ILo 
(SH), act. parts, of JjU and LC [683 (case 1, a), 703] 
(Jrb), and ; *U [683 (case 2), 708] (SH), because the 
transformation of such as J3 U and *3Tj is for conformity 
to its transformed v. [684, 703], whereas the vs. of these 
things are not transformed (R) ; and (c) oy»\ [348, 712] 
(SH), the ep. J^t [above] from o^w (MASH). But 
sometimes the conjitg. of L Ui from [inf. ns. denotincr] 
defects is transformed, as 
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She questions about Ibn Ahmar those who have seen 
him, whether his eye have become blind, or have indeed 
not become- blind (R), as though it were ^^jlS JJ with 
the single cor rob. ^ , for which the poet substitutes the 
I of pause [614, 649, 684] (IY). And he that says ]\1 

says sls.\ and Isa^l and JjLc (SEE), its derivs. also being 
then transformed (R). Such [formations], however, as 
v^?_y> I I made good (M), v^Jbl [S38], whence ^o<Xo 
pj| oJj&t* [5G5] (IY), ^xIm [703], S^kllt 338, 685 
(case 6, c), 699] (M), as ^lk>ucJf iv^JU o^iaa^t LVIIL 
20. The devil hath gotten the mastery over them (IY), 
^j^kjmS , [and (j>yxw| (IY),] and o^iof 1 found 

pleasant, u^J.^1 , v^Xa^I and o^i! (M), v^a^l in HB's 

reading oJL>j|£ Ugiv^ u^;^i v^tX^ I l<M ^.^ X. 25. 
{Until when the earth taheth its garniture, and becometh 
possessed of adornment (K, B)] on the measure of 
vrJLa.it (IY), and Ju&um! became like an elephant, deviate 
f;om analogy [703] (M). These words, which, though 
numerous, are few in comparison with what is trans- 
formed, occur as a notification of the o. f of the conjug. 
(IY). 

§. 708. The ? and <^ , when near the end [of the 
word], and preceded by an aug. I , are converted into I , 
provided that, to the cause requiring conversion [684, 
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703], another requirer be adjoined, because the cause is 
then weak through the separation of the ^ and ^5 from 
the Fatha by the I , and their not being at the end. 
That [other] requirer is (1) either resemblance to the 
transformed v. [703], or conveyance of its sense, and 
exercise of its government [703], as in *2U' [343] and 
«:b [below] : (2) enclosure of the I of the ultimate pi. 
by two unsound letters, so that the pi. is heavy on 
account of the two unsound letters, and of its being the 
farthest of the ph. [256], as in ^Sfp [703, 715], JL2T5T , 
And J^SLui , pis. of aU3b , J ; l , aud J^c : (3) the ^ and 
<5 's being in the ultimate pi. in whose sing, they are 
aug. letteis of prolongation, as in v^lsa^ [717] and JLJ 
[661], because of the intention to distinguish the two 
aug. letters of prolongation from the ^ and ^ that have 
a vowel in the sing., whether they be rad. % as in ^.LLo 
and (ji^uw , pis. of kAjLa and L£.-uw [717] ; or aug., as 

in +Ax* and J^ltX^ [253], j9?s. of j*l& and j:j^ [374] : 
since that [ ^ or ^ ] which has an original vowel, beino* 
hardier and stronger, is not converted. But, when the 
2 and <5 are far from the end, as in ^.1 Jd \pl. of ^..Ib 
peacock (KF)], they are not converted into I [715]. 
According to this, it is plain to you that the Hamza in 

such as %\L and %\Jj [683 (case 1), 723], JsTs and JsU 
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[683 (case 2)], J0T5! and ^7^[683 (case 4), 715], and 

^jL^£ and SiS [683 (case 3), 717], is orig. t converted 
from j and ^ . For, since mobilization of the t is 
needed, [in order to avoid a concurrence of two quies- 
cents,] while its conversion into ^ or ^ is disallowed, 
because we have only just escaped from them, it is con- 
verted into a letter that, after ^ and ^ , is most akin to 
it, vid. Hamza, because both are guttural [732]. The 
first I is not elided [723], for avoidance of] the two 
quiescents, as is necessary in the like [663], because the 
t of such as Jo Q> is the sign of the act. part., and the I 

of such as JoM^I and wLs^ is the sign of the pl.\ while 
such as %\o^ , if the I were elided, would be confounded 
with the abbreviated. But, as for the Hamza in such 

as jo'Ll' [246, 683 (case 3, a), 717], it is a subst. for the 
! in the sing., not for the I converted from ^ or ^ (R). 
The * and ^ are converted into Hamza [below] in [the 
act. part, of the unaugmented tril. (Jrb),] such as Juts 

and *5ir [683 (case 2), 703, 712], whose v. is trans- 
it • o • 

formed ; contrary to ^Lc and JuLo [below] (SH). The 
saying of the GG, in this cat., " The ^ and ^ are con- 
verted into Hamza " [above] is not in accordance with 
reality, because the £ is converted into I [683 (case 2, c)], 
which is then converted into Hamza ; so that the ^ and 
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t5 seem to be converted into Hamza (R). The o. fs. of 
JsTs and *3b , vid. J^li and l>b , are meant to be trans- 
formed, because of the transformation of their vs. : but 
transformation by elision is not possible, because it 
would obliterate the shape of the act. part. [343], which 
would be reduced to the form of the v. ; while inflection 
would not suffice for a distinctive, because it is removed 
by pause [640]. The e is therefore converted into I , 
either because they do not take the preceding I into 
account ; so that the unsound letter, coming, as it were, 
immediately after the Fatha, is converted into f , as 
being mobile and preceded by a letter pronounced with 
Fath [684, 703]: or because they consider the I equi- 
valent to Fatha [697], as being an augmentation of the 
latter, and having the same essence and outlet. And, 
since two I s then concur, while they dislike to elide 
either, as likewise to mobilize the first, because of what 
has been mentioned, [vid. that such elision or mobiliza- 
tion would obliterate the shape of the act. part.,'] they 
mobilize the last, on account of the concurrence of two 
quiescents, by converting it into Hamza, because of the 
proximity of Hamza to I [732]. But to dot [the ^ 
representing] the Hamza, as H dots it, in the " Speckled 
Epistle ", in such as Jo b , where he says ^L* xj>JS JblS: 
And the gift of his hands has been abundant, is a 
mistake (Jrb). As for ^ ; Le [683 (case 2), 707], JuCo 
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[above], and the like, the £ [in them] is sounded true, 
not converted into Hamza, because sounded true in the 
v., as pj* and c\^o [707], since the act. part, is conform- 
able to its v. in respect of sounding true and transforma- 
tion [683 (case 2, b)] ; and, for the same reason, the c is 

sounded true in ^ULo' , ^lli , and the like [707], because 

sounded true in ^Is and ^C [703] (IY). Some of the 
Arabs transpose the g and J in some act parts, of the 
hollow, and then subject the act. part, to the same 
transformation as <j©li [16, 719], as 



£ 0>°'« *+. ** O I^OfO 



[by Al'Ajjaj (S), Wherein the things, and the lote-trees 
growing on the banks of the streams, are tangled- 
(MAR)] and 

(R), by Tarif Ibn Tamim al'Ambari (S, IAth) atTamim* 
(IAth), Then seek to knoxo me : verily I, or that I, this* 
one, am such that sharp is my weapon in mishaps, am 
a bearer of the cognizance, or badge, or device, of the, 
valiant (MAR). This is what has beguiled Khl 
[below] into venturing upon transposition in the whole 
act. part, of the hollow whose J is a Hamza. For he 
says that, since they transpose the [ g and J of the 
hollow] sound in the J , from fear of a single Hamza 
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after the I , they are more inclined to escape from the 
combination of two Hamzas. And similarly, since he 
sees them say ^l^i , by transposition, for [ £i\y& ] pi. 
of *SL& dispersed, he says that in such as LUiS. and 

Clk* [661, 726], and ^\1L and z\^L [248, 726], trans- 
position is more appropriate. But the answer is that 
they resort to transposition in &i and jLi only from 

fear of Hamza after the I; whereas, in such as ^U* 
[below], one Hamza after the I is inseparable, whether 
the J and c be transposed, or not (R). And [S says 
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that (R)] most of the Arabs say &*$ and Jl* (S, R), 
by elision of the c (R). But such as <jLi and JL& are 
anomalous (SH). jLi is from &5^& , i. e., vehemence of 
prowess or valour (1Y, Jrb), and point or edge, and 

weapon (IY); or [from] J^JI \&J» Jo , [aor. JUo (Jh, 

KF),] w/. n ( J^i , i. e., The man's vehemence of 
prowess or valour, and his sharpness, have been dis- 
played (Jrb). It has three forms [of act. part. (Jrb)] : — 

(1) vdSLi [276], with Hamza, according to rule (IY, 
Jrb), like JsTs and £sJCT [above] (IY) : (2) jCi [276, 
278], by relegation of the g to the position of the J , 

9 • 

[its measure being *JU (Jrb), of the class of the defect- 
ive (IY),] like ^U [16] (IY, Jrb) and Ol [685] (IY) : 

164 a 
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(a) similarly mJs [278], from *u*K ,JU &oU*J| i*# i£j 
wound £A<3 turban upon hi& head, aor. ui>jJL? (IY, Jrb) r 
in/- n. J£f (Jrb) ; and ; li , as IX. 110. [276], I e., !s& 

(IY) : (3) JU and l>i [276, 278], by elision of the g 
[above] (IY, Jrb). Z says in the K [on IX. 110.] (Jrbfc 

*bo is [i. q.] -3 be r i. e., cracked, on the point ojheing 

demolished and falling : but its measure is J*i , abbre- 

viated from JltU , like v^i-Lb. [pre#nan£ she-camels (Jh y 

8 ^ & x 

KFj] from ^JU» ; while its counterparts are ^L& [711J 
and ci>L^> Zom2 0/ wice, for viJL5L& and ojLo : and its I is- 

O • 8 ^ 

not the I of JlcJJ ; but only its £ , the 0. /. being *y& r 
vi!L& , and 0^-0 (K, Jrb). And [R says that] &$ and 
JLi may be oW#. ^y and vJj-A > intensive forms of vio 5 

9 ~ «* * 8 ^ 9 ,» O ^ 8 • 

and vilSL^ [343], like Jl*& and l^J for JuoU and y^S^ 

9 <* 8-0 * 
[312], in which case they are like v*iLo { J t jS[703] and 

_f^ pys windy day (R). But this is contrary to what Z 
mentions in the M, about what has a rad. letter elided 
from it, and not restored in the dim. [276], which is con- 
firmed by what IH mentions in the CM on this passage 
of the M, vid. that s be may not be J*i , because Z lays- 
down that a letter is elided from it ; nor transposed r 
because its predicament would be like [that of] ^/As 
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[above], where the ^ is quasi-expressed, its elision being 

accidental, as [you see in] u^j^S oo|^ 1 saiv a little 

judge ; so that it must be J^li , its g being elided : 

while this [conclusion] is corroborated by what is men- 

tioned in some of the Glosses (Jrb). The o. f. of^U* 

and jLo is ^U& and J^Li : so that the y is irregularly 

elided ; the rule being to convert it into Hamza [above], 

as T SLi>'and dLSLi , which also occur, on the measure of 

J^&G (Sn on the Diminutive) : [or] it seems that they 

convert the g into I , and then elide the I because of the 
two quiescents ; and do not mobilize [it], in order to 
escape from Hamza : the elided [ I ] being apparently 
the second, because the first is the sign of the act. parL 
(R) : [or] these [Arabs] elide the Hamza (S). Their 
measure is, therefore, Jli [by elision of the c , considered 

G + 

as . or I or Hamza, from J^li ]. Some say that the aug. 
% is elided, and the ^ converted into I , because mobile 
and preceded by a letter pronounced with Fath. Their 
measure is then Joti with quiescence of the c from regard 

to its state after conversion, and with Kasr of the c 
from regard to its state before conversion. But A 
proceeds on [the assumption] that the elided is the . , 

G« *>9 

since he says " And ^jys by restoration of the elided is 
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anomalous " [276] ; because the discussion is on restora- 
tion of the rad. } not of the aug., elided (Sn). And 
about such as *XL [661] there are two sayings :— (1) 
Khl [above] says that it is transposed, like vi!l& : (2) it 
is said [by others] to be [formed] according to rule 
(SH). But j^b [247, 373] is treated as sound, like 
what is not a n. [on the measure] of a v. [703, 712] : 

9 • 9^ ^ 

you say J^U and *jb (S). 

§. 709. When [the pass. part. (MKh)] J^^o is 
formed from the tril. (MKh)] v. whose c is unsound , & 
or ^ , the same transfer and elision are necessary as in 

Ml and jlilxll [338, 697, 703, 714] ; so that from 

gb and jb you say *^yo and Jyu [347, 703]. The o. f. 

is £^y> an( i Jjj&° : but the vowel of the g is transferred 
to the preceding quiescent ; and, since two quiescents, 

9 9<f^ 9 9 O ,> 

the c and the ^ of JLm* , then concur, the ^ of Jyxsuo is 
elided (IA), according to S (MKh) ^^o ought to be 
said for LJ> (IA), like ^y for ^aI^ [686] (MKh) ; but 
they convert the Damma into Kasra, in order that the 
^ may be sounded true (I A). The elided, (1) accord- 
ing to S, is the , of j^ [703] (SH) : (a) S elides the 
second of the two quiescents, not the first, although the 
rule is to elide the first, when two quiescents are com- 
bined, and the first is a letter of prolongation [663] : (b) 
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he decides upon this because, seeing that, after the 
transformation, the ^5 in the jiass. part, [of the hollow] 
belonging to the cat. of & remains extant, as *xy> , he 

opines that in it the ^ [of Jj*Lo ] is the [quiescent] elided, 
and then extends this decision to the hollow belonging 
to the cat. of ^ : (c) the process of [avoiding] the con- 
currence of two quiescents is varied here, according to 
him, because the word becomes lighter than by elision 
of .the first [quiescent] ; and also in order that a distinc- 
tion may be produced between the two pass, parts., in 
the cats, of ^ and & respectively, which, if the first 
[quiescent] were elided, would be liable to confusion, one 
with another : (d) when the ^ of £j*y> is elided, the 
Damina is pronounced as Kasra, in order that the ^ 
may be preserved, by analogy to the saying of S on 

such as ^lo from ^ [710] (R) : (2) according to Akh, 

is the £ : [that is plain in the cat of ^ (MASH) ;] while 

[in the cat. of & (MASH)] the ; of JJuJ> is, according 
to him, converted into ^ because of the Kasra [below] 
(SH) on the letter before it (MASH) : (a) as for Akh, 
he elides the first quiescent in the cats, of • and ,5 as 
is the rule in a concurrence of two quiescents : (b) it 
being said to him a Then, according to thee, c«jJo ought 
to remain : so what is this ^ in *aa/>? ", he said " When 
the Damma is transferred to the preceding letter, it is 
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pronounced as Kasra, on account of the ^ , before elision 
of the ^5 ; then the ^ is elided, because of the two 
quiescents ; and then the ^ is converted into ^ , because 
of the Kasra " [above] : (c) this requires consideration, 
because it is only when the <^ is going to remain that 
it is entitled to have the Damma of the preceding letter 
converted into Kasra, not when it is going to be elided : 
so that, according to his opinion, one should rather say 
44 First the ,5 is elided ; and then the Damma is con- 
verted into Kasra, and the ^ converted into & , for a 
distinction between the cats, of . and ^5 " (R). Each 
[.authority], therefore, contravenes his own rule (SH), 
S because he elides the second of the two quiescents ; 
whereas his rule, and that of others, is to elide the first 
£663] : and Akh because his rule is that the quiescent 
^5 is converted into ^ on account of the preceding letter's 
being pronounced with Damm [710], though the ^5 [so 
converted] is going to remain ; whereas here he converts 
the Damma of the letter before the <5 into Kasra, 
aotwithstanding that the & is going to be elided (R). 
The sound [opinion] is that the elided is the second 
[quiescent], because it is aug. [338], and near the end 
(Aud) ; but Akh holds that the elided is the g of the 
word, because the £ is often exposed to elision in other 
positions than this [703] (Tsr). The [effect of the 
dispute appears in the (Tsr)] measure [of ^yajo preserved 
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(A), which (Tsr)], according to S, is Jl*£» [with pamia 
of the o , and quiescence of the g (Sn)] ; and, accord- 

Q 9 * 

iDg to Akh, is JyJuo (A, Tsr). And the utility of the 
dispute is displayed in such as %^^a vexed, [ong. ^^-c 
on the measure of J^jlLo (Sn),] when alleviated [658] 
(A), by changing its Hamza into ^ , and then incorpo- 
rating the • of JLjla* into it, according to the opinion of 
Akh ; or by transferring the vowel of the Hamza to the 
5 , which is an c , and then eliding it, according to the 
opinion of S [below] (Sn). IJ says, F having asked 

me about the alleviation of %^^jq , I said " According to 

the saying of Akh, I say l^^uo v^/l^ I saw a vexed, as 
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you say ^JLo for %•>*&* [658], because, according to him, 
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the j [of s^awo ] is the ^ of J^jU* ; but, according to the 

opinion of S [above], I say \^^o v^o I ; , as you say ^^ 
[by elision of the Hamza after transfer of its vowel to 
the ^ (Sn)] for %^>~> [658], the ^ being mobile, because, 
in his opinion, it is the g " : and F then said " So it is " 
(A), i. e., the alleviation of %y^o , because the mobile 
Hamza, when the [quiescent] ^ before it is a non-co-ordi- 
native aug., is converted into ^ , and has the [preceding] 
2 incorporated into it ; but, when the [quiescent] . before 
it is a rad.y has its vowel transferred to the . , and is 
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elided [658] (Sn). But v_^>o for ^>y£^ mixed, [as 
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\jOy*J> (V^J f*^J| ^j-^ JLaaXju* 

' * ' ' + 
(Jh, IY), by AlMukhabbal or AsSulaik, i'Wi Zaid out 
in the court to dry, and water of cooking-pots in the 
boiols, mixed with seeds for seasoning and with sauces, 
will suffice thee for the sour milk of the people (MAJh),] 

trom ^Li , aor. ojA* , [in/, w. y^ mixing (MAR),] 
and <y*XA for JyLo given, from Jb grave, aor. JLlj , and 
I^jlLo for -^.Lo blamed, as though formed according to 
[the pass. (Jh)] n^jl& was ?ma:ed [436, 706], Ju3 was- 

given, and p. J was blamed, are anomalous ; as likewise 
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is *_/j4* [for ^.A^o dreaded (Jh), as 

(Jh, IY), by Humaid (IY), And it (a sand-grouse) 
returns to poor doiuny young birds, before whom are 
deserts, that companies of travellers have not passed 
over, dreaded (MAJh), cited by Ks (Jh)], from &aa# 
dread % as though formed according to [the dial, of those 
who say in (IY) the pass. (Jh, IY)] i>^ [436, 706] (R). 
The Banu Tatnim treat the cat. of ^ as sound ; [but 
not the cat. of ^ , because ^ is lighter to them than y 
(Tsr) :] so that they say £jaax> sold and bjjA* setvn 
(Aud), as they say y^ [347] ; and that is regular, 
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according to them (Tsr). A [Tamimi (MN, Tsi)] poet 
says, [describing wine (Tsr),] 

(IY, Aud, A), which As says that he heard IA1 
recite (IY), And it is as though it ivere a scented apple 

(MN), by rule iUxko , [like &*^ (Tsr),] but pronounced 
according to the o. /. (MN", Tsr); and the poet 
[Al< Abbas Ibn Mirdas (MN, Tsr, Jsh) as Sulaml (Jsh)] 
says 

[below] (Aud, A) Thy people have been accounting thee 
to be a chief; but I fancy that thou art a chief smitten 
by the evil eye (MN, Jsh), by rule ,j-uuc , from Jl^J I v^jLc 
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I smote the man with the evil eye, act. part. ^Lc , pass, 
part, ^j-ow according to rule, and ^^jla according to the 
o. /. (MN, Tsr); and the poet ['Alkatna (IY, MN, 
Jsh) Ibn 'Abada (MN, Jsh), describing a male ostrich 
(Jsh),] says 
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[below] (M, A) Until he remembered eggs (belonging to 
him) ; and a day of light rain, whereon was cloud 

• G 

covering the sky, overclouded, aroused him, by rule +jjuo 

(MN, Jsh). The right way is to say **a* and L^uo 

165a 
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upbraided, like their counterparts in the Kur <XaA* yds £ 
XXII. 44. [ancZ a palace plastered ivith gypsum, or 

raised high (K, B)] and SU^ liiif JllsJr^^ LXXIIL 
14. (\4nc£ <Ae mountains shall be a sand-heap strewn 
(K, B), and made to run down (K), from Ju# , inf. n. 
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J^o (K, B)j, orig. dy^* and J^^xj : whereas ^<X« J^ 
or ^jJoo a man indebted and ^aa* or <jyjuo overlooked) 
i. e,, that the evil <5?/e Aas smitten, are anomalous ; and 
hence 
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[below] / have been told that thy people assert thee to be 
a chief ; but I jancy etc. [above] (D). But the case i$ 

not as H says : for c^y? and lj>*a*x> have been heard 
from the Arabs, contrary to rule ; while the KF has 

^ajw ys> or ^j^AJtx) J?e is upbraided, and also **ax> y» or 

g y ° ' 

c^aax> jft is sold ; and all of this is according to the o. f. t 
so that what H mentions is only from crabbedness. 

And (J^aax) or ^^suo is said, as *>J| dUy> u>£o [above] 

(CD). And they say o^* fUJb or ^^yo food dressed 
with olive-oil, [the like of] which is frequent (IY). Mb 
says that the pass. part, in the cat. of ^ may be com- 

plete in poetry, citing the saying of ' Alkama pJ 1 3!^ ^ 
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[above] as an instance of that (CD). But this is a Tami- 
tal dial, (A). ISh says " The Arabs differ about the 
pass. part, in the cat. of ,5 : for the Banu TamTm make 
it complete, saying o^juw , io^£u> , J^X* measured, and 
v^j^jyo ; while the inhabitants of the Hijaz say ^uuc , 
iiA^u> , JuJCo , and co^ [above]. But both parties 
agree upon making it defective in the cat. of ^ , except 
what occurs anomalously, vid. (jj^w wjj [below], 
\*J«Joo dL^x , t>. JL* u^y^ ? an d J;^^ ^- a word said ; 
where the better-known [form] is yjya* , o^cXx , jJLc , 
and JyLo" (CD). Some of the Arabs treat a few pass* 
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parts, m the cat. of ^ as sound, whence ^j.^^o ^3 a 
•garment preserved, [from ^jlo , aor. ^wa.j (Tsr) ; and 
O;;joo siJLwuo (A, Tsr), 1. e,, moistened musk (Tsr, Sn) ;] 
and o.jXo ^o a ?ec£ horse (Aud, A), from au , aor. jyb ; 
and J.yi>o J^i* a saying said, from JLs (Tsr) ; which have 
been heard (Aud). And Mb allows completion of J y*Jua 
from [the car. of] ^ , as <>;*** uoj^o a sick man visited ; 
that, says he, not being heavier than ^y*» inf. n. of \^ y ^ 
/ leaped and ^^ in/, n. of ^Li [683], because ^y» a ^d 
\ ^ contain two ^ s and two Dammas ; whereas ^%ycua 
[above] contains, with two ^ s, only one Damma (IY). 
But that is not regular, contrary to the opinion of M> 
(A). 
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i 710. The opinion of [S (IY),] the author of the 
Book [11], in the case of every ^ being a quiescent g 
preceded by a letter pronounced with Damm, is that the 
Damma is converted into Kasra, in order that the & 
may be preserved (M). But Akh differs from him in 
this rule, and substitutes ^ for the ^ (IY). S converts 
the Pamma into Kasra, in order that the _ may be 
preserved ; and does not convert the ^ into . , because 
the first [method] involves less alteration [706]. But 
Akh reverses the matter, adducing as evidence their 
agreement upon conversion of the ^ , when a o , into • 
because of Damma on the preceding letter, as in ^yo 
[686 (case 1, a), 699]. It is replied, however, that this 
is on account of the distance from the end, contrary to 
what happens when the ^ is near the end, a,-; in what we 
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are discussing (R). Therefore, when such [a Jixi (IY)] 
as [the sing.'] ^o a hind of striped garment is formed 
from [ avo sale and (IY)] u©Lo ivhitencss, S says [ aju 
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and (IY)] ^^ • but Akh says [ gy* and] yjojs ; and 

restricts conversion [of the Damma] to thep£.,suchas (j*iaj 

pi. of cjoa^I [686 (case 1, a, y), 718 (M), where, thepL 
being heavier than the sing, [below], lie substitutes 
Kasra for Damma, in order that the word may not 
increase in heaviness (IY). Similarly such [sings."] as 

i> s no y 

J^s saying and dip cock, according to S, may be Joii or 
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Joii ; but Akh differs from him in that, holding that 
their measure must be [ Jjei , ] according to the apparent 
[form] (BS). And LL^ [333, 636J, (1) according to S, 

may be (a) aULxA* (M), in which case it contains transfer 
and conversion, transfer of the Bamma to the o , and 
its conversion into Kasra, in order that the ^ may be 
sounded true (IY) ; (b) xlxJuc (M), in which case the 
vowel of the £ is transferred to the o , nothing else 
[being done] (IY) : (2) according to Akh, is [only (IY)] 
SLljdwj ; while, if it were zXjJla , you would say jLiyuc (M). 
But Akh contravenes this rule in such [pass, parts.] as 
v^^ow and juxo [709], where the elided, according to him, 
is the c of the word, because it is the first of the two 
quiescents [663] : so that [first] the Dainma [of the ^ 

in vr**^ anc * £J^° ] * s traIls ^ erre d to the [ c and] ^ 
[respectively], for transformation [697, 703] ; then Kasra 
is substituted for it, in order that the ^ may be pre- 
served ; and then the ^ is elided, because of the two 
quiescents; so that the [quiescent] ^ , coming immedi- 
ately after Kasra, is converted into ^ [685 (case 5)]. 
Therefore the measure of the word, according to him 
becomes Juije ; and this demolishes what he sets up 
[above] as a rule (IY). And, when a [n.] like ^JCs 
[274, 678] is formed from *+> , S says *±j3 [709, 712]; 
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but Akh says g^-o [712] (M), changing the <j into ^ 
because quiescent and preceded by a letter pronounced 
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with Damm, as in y*»yA [above] and ^jjyo [686], because 
Kasra is not substituted [by him] for Damrna in what is 
a sing, [above]. And, but for the saying of the Arabs 
^a*» and **+a [above], Akh's rule would be sound, 
strong ; but hearsay furnishes cause for dissatisfaction 
with his rule (IY). And Ri^ix) in the saying [of Abit 
Jundab alHudhali (DH, Jh, MN)] 
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igyJZso ^JjLwJt LjL*2-0 ;<&=> y+M* I 

[w4nd I toas ivont, token my neighbour called me for a 
matter that teas feared, to tuck up my tvaist -wrapper 
'until it went half-way up the shank (MN), which con- 
tains a confirmation of Akh's opinion, because it con- 
forms to his rule (IY),] is, according to S, [anomalous 
(IY),] like ly* [684, 703, 711] and ^J*Jf[685 (case 6, 
c), 725] (M), by rule Ra^lx».(IY) ; but, according to 
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Akh, regular (M). «jydx is &Uax from J^JI y^Jud [I 
alighted at the man's abode as a guest (Jh), meaning a 
matter that has befallen him, and lighted on him ) and 
distressed him (DH)] ; or from wx!iH £yo \&j*&\ , i. e., I 
feared, or ivas cautious of the matter, meaning a matter 
that one is afraid [or cautious"] of : and in it they do 
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ptot convert the Pamina into Kasra, but the ^ into y 
(Jrb). This verse, however, is [said by Skr to be (Jh)] 
related in three ways, with &iw*dx> [above], xJu^ , and 
SJLojo (Jh, Jrb). 

§. 711. Transformation and alteration belong to 
vs. [667, 684 (condition 11, a), 703, 712], because of 
their plasticity in the variation of their shapes for indica- 
tion of time and other meanings, such as command and 
prohibition, imported from them. And transformation 
of ns. is only by conformity to them (IY). Of unaug- 
mented tril. ns., only those which are on the model of 

the v. [485] are transformed, as ^L> door and j\o Iwuse 

[684, 703], &TLi S*ssu& thorny tree and JLc JL^ [703], 
[and the like, which, being of the same formation as the 
v. (IY),] because on [the measure of] J^ti and Jjti (M), 
(ob and ^1*> on [the measure of] Joti [with Fath of the 
c ], and &5"Lco [708] and JLo on [that of J c Ui with Kasr 
of the £ , have their g converted [into I ], because mobile 
and preceded by a Fatha ; so that they become among 

ns. like JU and ^L among vs. [684, 703]. What neces- 
sitates conversion in them is the combination of similars, 
because the soft letters resemble vowels [697] : so that 
the Arabs dislike their combination, and therefore con- 
vert [the soft letter in] such as JU> and cC , and ljG and 
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Jv> , into a letter, vid. I , with which one is absolutely safe 
from a vowel [703] ; for which reason I , according to 
them, is equivalent to a mobile letter, because it is incap- 
able of receiving a vowel, as the mobile letter is incapable 
of receiving another vowel (IY). Such \trils.\ however, 
sometimes remain sound, [as though serving to notify 
the o.J. (IY),] like (1) l^ [684, 703], and X^andfcji 
[247, 684] and 8*^ [pi. of >3L>. acting wrongfully 
(KF), which belong to the cat. of ^b and Jo (IY)] ; 
(2) i*s &?>) a timid man and j^ [below] (M), which 
belong to the cat. of RSLi and JLo (IY). Their sayings _ u 
[684], w^> [257, 684], J^ [depsndenfe, sing. JuUl 
(MAR),] and oys [above] are anomalous ; and so are 
J*L &=>s an artful man and g_% [above]. But Joti with 
Damm of the g does not occur in the hollow n. y from 
the heaviness of Dam ma [upon the unsound letter] (R). 
Whatever is not on the model of the v. is treated as 
sound, [because it is not commensurable with the v. 
(IY),] like (1) 2Uy blaming much (IY)], &y> [sleeping 

much (IY)], and Sua* [703] (M) oris i/ja£ upbraids people 
much, where the formation becomes [a preventive of 
transformation,] like the augment in ^Sys> and <5^ 
[684, 703], what differs from the v. in mode of formation 
being treated like what differs therefrom in augment ; 

* 
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so that the formation of the n. necessitates its being 
treated as sound, because of its remoteness from 
resemblance to the v., as likewise does the augment at 
its end (IY) : (2) J>^ [684, 713], U^ [685, 713] (M), 
J^ [below], and j£is tether, all of which are [treated as] 
sound because their formation differs from that of vs. : 
(a) moreover, if we transformed such [ns.] as these, we 
should not arrive at a letter with which one is safe from 
a vowel [above], because we should arrive at ^ in such 
as SLjjlc and }LoyS , since the preceding letter is pro- 
nounced with Damm ; and at ^ in such as J^ and J^b , 
since the preceding letter is pronounced with Kasr ; 
contrary to such as ub and Jj , where we arrive at I , 
a letter with which one is safe from a vowel (IY). 
They transform ^u» [685, 713] only because it is an inf 
n., i. q. plxS; [though] used as an ep. in [the reading 
(IY)] CIs lL<> VI. 162. [368, 713] (M): and, but for 
that [quality of inf n.], it would be [treated as] sound, 
like J^ {removal from one place to another , which is a 
simple substantive (Jh, KF)] in ^^ L^ &y*H ^ 
XVIII. 108. Not seeking removal from them, because 
they do not make it conformable to a v. [331] ; whereas, 
if it were conformable to the v., vid. JL» , aor. J^o , 
you would say JuL=* , because of the transformation of its 
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v. (I Y). The inf. n. is transformed by reason of the v. '% 
being transformed (M), and [treated as] sound by reason 
of the v. 9 s being [treated as] sound, as 6UJ inf. n. of c$ 
[713], and 6!p inf. n. oiip [685 (case 2, b), 699, 711], 
because of the connection between them (IY) : while 
Jf2» inf. n. of JL> [685 (case 2, d), 713] is [explained] 

by Z as anomalous (I Y),] like o^ [above] (M) ; though 
the [better] account is what we have premised, [vid. 
that Jjs* is a simple substantive, not an inf. n.,] because 

Q » 9 

it is [then] regular (IY). And Jj*i , (1) if from [the 
cat. of] j , has its c made quiescent, because of the com- 
bination of two Dammas and the ^ , as syj [712, 721] 

9 9 -V- Ox>- 

and (j^x , pis. of *l^ and ^Jjjc [246] ; but in poetry 
is uncontracted, [according to the o. f. (IY),] as ^-j 

*J| cAj^U? Jryf [246, 712] (M) and -Jf ClUjf^f 

[246] : (a) the use of the o. f., vid. Damn* [of the c ], 
here is a poetic license, according to S ; but is allowable 
in prose, according to Mb, who says that, if you mean 
to substitute a Hamza for the y [683], that [substitution] 
is allowable, because the y is pronounced with Damm 
(IY) : (2) if from [the cat. of) ^ , is like the sound : he 
that says s^zS and Ju* * says v^c and <jauu in the pi. of 
*ja£ [246, 348] and \j6y& [246]; while he that says 

o*f o°> o o 

.^x^and Jww^ says vat and {ja& [246] (M), because, being 

■ 
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Jot* , it is subject to the same [transformation] as the 
pi of Ja£^[G86 (case 1, a, y ), 718] (IY). 

§. 712. The condition of transformation of the g in 
the n. [of more than three letters, like JulLo and Jjl£5 

(Jrb),] not tril, [like V U and ^>u (MASH),] nor con- 
formable [below] to the v., [like the inf. n. and act. and 
jxm. £>ar£s (MASH),] but such as has not been 
[hitherto] mentioned [below], is agreement with the v. in 
vowel and quiescence, together with difference from it 

in an augment, [like the ^ of Juuw (MASH),] or a mode 

O o 

of formation, [like Jjuj (MASH),] peculiar to the n. 
(SH). In the tril. [n.], together with commensurability 
with the v. [703, 711], no difference is prescribed. The 
reason why difference is not prescribed hi the tril., but 
is prescribed in the augmented, is that [without differ- 
ence] the augmented, if transformed, would, when used 
as a [proper] name [18], be confounded with the v., 
because of the omission of Kasra and Tanwin [17] ; 
whereas the tril.j even if a proper name, is distinguished 
from the v. by its Kasra and Tanwin. By "conform- 
able" [248, 252, 331, 343, 349] IH means (1) the inf. n.y 

such as &Aij and &AJb^f [703]: (2) the act. and pass. 

parts, from the tril. and non-tril [703, 708, 709, 714]: 

(a) they may be said to contain commensurability, JxU 

- 
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being on the measure of Juaj [343, 703, 714] in respect 

ft 9 O <** 

of vowels and quiescences ; and the ^ in j^jti» being 

ft ^ • > * ,, o » 

contrary to the o. /., which is Jotix , like Jjuj [347, 703, 
714]. I H's saying "such as has not been [hitherto] 
mentioned" is not needed, because, for conversion of the 
£ into ! [703], every n. } whether such as has, or such as 
has not, been [hitherto] mentioned, must possess the 
agreement specified [above], in the case of [both] the 
tril. [703, 711] and the augmented; together with the 
difference specified [above], in the case of the augmented : 
and similarly for transfer of the vowel from the g of the 
augmented to the preceding quiescent, except in such as 
aU»U! and &cUa*J [697", 699, 703], which, notwithstanding 
[their] lack of the agreement specified, contain transfer 
and conversion, because of their perfect affinity to their 
v. ; and except in the cat. of gj^ [703, 708, 715], which 
also, notwithstanding [its] lack of agreement, contains 
conversion, because of [its] extreme heaviness. In the 
augmented triL, then, together with commensur ability 
with the v., difference from it in some respect is pre- 
scribed, like the aug. letter (1 ) not used as an aug. in the 
v., like the p of pULo and p\JLo [703] ; for in the o.f. [ ^yu 

and *yu> ] they are like cX+^aJ Thou pratseat^ and <\*£C 
Thou art praised, but in the initials of the v. + is 
not used as an augment : (2) used as an augment in the 
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v., but mobilized with a vowel not used as its vowel in 
the v., as pLJ on the measure of Jolbj' with Kasr of the 
<cy and Fath of the c ; for it is commensurable with [the 
imp.'} JUI Know thou, but in the initial of the v. there 
is no aug. cj pronounced with Kasr, such [a formation] 
as JLlS being [merely] a dial. var. of some people [below], 
and withal not being general [even among them, but 
confined to particular classes of vs.], as before explained 
[404]. Sometimes the augmented tril. is transformed 
because of a difference other than the two mentioned, as 
Jsts and ^b [683 (case 2), 703, 708]: for they are 

9 ©• 

commensurable with JuUj [above] ; but their aug. is not 
in the same place as, nor identical with, its aug. (R). 
Therefore, if from *o you formed [an augmented tril. 
7i.], (1) like v ^Lo [361] and ^As [372, 678], you would 

say £^ajo and *^p , transformed (SH), because of their 
agreement with the v. in vowel and quiescence, together 
with [their] difference [from it] in juy through the 
augment * , which is not used as an augment in vs. ; and 
in mas [below] through the Kasr of the ^ , since & , 
though used as an augment in the v., is not pronounced 
there with Kasr together with Kasr of the c [404] : so 
that no confusion [of the n. with the v.] results from 
transformation (MASH): (2) like v^^dj [678], you 
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would say mxjJ , treating [itj as sound (SH), lest, if 

transformed, it should be confounded with the v., since! 
there would be no difference at all (MASH). The n. 
resembling the aor., [then,] i. e., agreeing with it in 
number of consonants and vowels, shares with the v. 
[703] in the necessity of transformation by the transfer 
mentioned, provided that it contain a mark distinguish- 
ing it from the v. (A), to avert its being mistaken for 
the v. (Sn). Two sorts [of augmented tril. n.J are 
included in that {cat.] : — (1) what agrees with the aor. 

in its measure, but not m its augment, like Jjlo standing- 
place [above] : for it agrees with the v. in its measure 

only, [because orig< ^yLo , like Julaj (Sn) ;] but contains 
an augment, vid. the * , announcing that it does not 
belong to the class of vs. ; so that it is transformed: 

(a) similarly such as pjjLo setting upright and ,j>aa* 

separating : (b) if from *aj you formed l&Xxsuo with Fath 

[of the g ], then you would say k^Lu ; if *jUa* with 

Ox x 9 < > «x 

Kasr, then &*aa* ; and if xJjlm with Damm, then alstf 
SLjuuJc according to the opinion of S, but "^o according 

to the opinion of Akh [710] (A) : (a) hXjJuq is transformed 

on account of its resemblance to the aor. in measure, 
but not in augment ; because the s of femininizatiori, 
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being virtually separate [266], does not prevent [agree- 
ment with] the measure (Sn) : (c) such as (M) »wCc 

Mahvaza [4, 716] (M, R), Joyo Mazyad, and *jy# 
[below] (M), among (R) proper names (IY, R) of human 

beings (IY), and ^Joc [below] (M), a name of a place 
(IY), and Sj^&* consultation, counsel, HiXjuoxi snare, trap, 
ne£, [with Fath of the j. (R), as Lu Juuax ^ JuusJ I **. 
TAe game fell into our trap (IY),] and [ Sj^S* , as] Zss&Jj | 

^iitl ^Jf SoyLo The jest is a means of leading to annoy- 
ance, [among ns. not proper names (IY),] are anomal- 
ous (M, R), by rule S^£e [Part I, Note on p. 8, I. 1]; 
<>fp , jlc , and (jtduc , like Ju* saying [366] and f.lJLo 
[above]; and SnUw , [ SoLa* , and BoU* ,] like sJUx 
saying and xSliLo ^e/p (IY) : and sjjij II. 97. [591] is 

Q s * O S 

read (M), like S^^A* [above] (K, IY, B), by Katada 

9^ „ * 

and Abu-sSimak, by rule SbUlc ; while AZ transmits 
^ixJU SU^ia* ^^ I j^a TA?s is a £Am£ giving pleasure to 
£Ae sowZ and &i^o v^LA !tX# 2%z5 is a diuretic drink : (d) 
this in the n. is like o^ou* t^and H I ~J I o^Ui I [703, 707] 
in the v., as though they produced some of the unsound 
[formations] according to their o. fs., for a notification 
thereof, and for preservation of the altered o. fs. (I Y) : 
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(e) as for |*j*.x> and ^Juo [above] (R, A), if you make 
them Juuii , there is no anomaly, since the & is co-ordi- 

9 • o >* 

native [703]; whereas, if you make then JoU* , they are 
anomalous (R) : [but] it has been already mentioned 
[674] that their measure is J*JUi ; not J^*a* , otherwise 
transformation [by transfer and then conversion (Sn)] 
would be necessary ; nor Ju*i , because it is not found 
in the language : (2) what agrees with the aor. in its 
augment, but not in its measure, as when you form 
from Jy> and *^j a n. on the model of (5 JL*v.$ with Kasr 
of the o , in which case you say JudiS and *juJ> [above] 
with two Kasras followed by a quiescent ,5 [original in 

o 

m#3 , and converted from y in JuaS , the transformation 

of *aa? being by transfer only, and of JuSS by transfer 
and conversion (Sn)] : (a) when you form from mxj a n. 
on the paradigm of ^sjs , you say, according to the 
opinion of S, juaS with Damm and then Kasr; but, 

according to 'the opinion of Akh, g^o [710]:(b)the 
mark distinguishing this sort [of augmented tril. nJ] 
from the v. is its being on a measure peculiar to the n., 
because jJtjtf with Kasr, or Damm, of the ^ [and g 
together (Sn)] is not [found] in the v.\ [so that its' 
commensurable is not fancied to be a v. (Sn),] and is 
therefore transformed (A). According to Mb, together' 
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with the commensurability and difference mentioned, 
another condition is prescribed, vid. that the word 
should be one of the ns. connected with vs. [330]. 
Therefore ^wo and ,jj<Xo [above] are not transformed ; 
and, according to him, are not anomalous : nor are Jj£ 
and aaxS transformed, according to him, since they do 

not contain the sense of the v. (R). As for what resem- 
bles the aor. in its measure and augment, or differs 
therefrom in both together, it must be treated as sound. 
The first [sort] is such as ln=*?' aQ d o-wf [348, 707] (A), 
which are eps. on the measure of-**^.i [249, 372, 671, 

672], but resemble [the aor.] JUj I knoiv in measure 
and augment (Sn) ; [and are therefore treated as sound,] 
because, if transformed, they would be fancied to be vs. 
(A). If the augmented [tril] n. be not different from 
the v. in any respect, as odxj I and jyw I [above], dLu ^ j I 
lower than thou and *uo| [707], *jo| on the measure of 

f**l [372], and mmS on the measure ot v^y [372, 678], 
it is in no case transformed, in order that ns. may be 
distinguished from vs., which one worthier of transform- 
ation, because it is principally [found] in them [703, 
711] (R). And [similarly (R)] J ; 'S? and ^li\ [242J 
(M, SH),pls. of^b and ^^ (MASH), are [treated as] 
sound (Jrb), (1) because liable to confusion (SH) with 

the v> on being used as names, as above shown (R), [i. e.,] 

167 a 
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(a) with the pret. of 8* tot making to turn round and xSlit 
reaching a spring in digging for ivater, if they were 
transformed by conversion of the ^ and ^ into t , because 
mobile and preceded by a letter virtually pronounced 
with Fath [703], as being so pronounced in their sing. ; 
or (b) with the 1st pers. of the aor. from *|*> turned 
round and <jLc. [683 (case 2)], if s^o\ and ,j-ycf were said 
(MASH) : or (2) because not conformable [above] (SH) 
to the v. (Jrb, MASH), which is obvious ( Jrb) ; nor 
different (SH) from it [MASH) in the prescribed mode, 
which means that, though their agreement with the v. 
[in measure] is realized, still the condition of its being 
taken into consideration is that they should be different 
from the v. in some respect, while in default of such 
difference the condition of transformation is missing 
(Jrb). And llyLA (M, R) and s^IoT (R) 9 pls. of Jl^s* 

table [713] and J^ [685, 713] (MAR), and £ulf (M), 
pi. of ^L^ [246] (KF), where, though the s [at the end], 
like the p at the beginning, makes them different from 
the v., transfer is not employed, because the s , though 
necessary here [265], is constitutionally separable [266]; 

so that, being here like the s in So^l Jem. of jy*| 
serpent [685 (case 7, d)], it is [virtually] non-existent. 
Nor is transfer employed m such as *byD| and *UajI' 
[251, 714], because the [prolonged] I of femininization, 
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being inseparable and like part of the word, excludes 
them from commensurability with the v., as the [abbre- 
viated] I does in ^S)y° an( ^ vS 4 **^ » an< ^ the I and ^ in 
^CL jiying and ^y^> [684 (condition 11, a, d), 703], 
Some of the Arabs transfer the Kasra of the ^ in ^ Luu t » 

4" 

saying iLLo! [714], not because of resemblance to the 
v., otherwise they would also transfer [the Kasra of the 
j ] in i by& f ; but because of dislike to Kasra on ^ , 
Ihey being similars [697] ; as the [second] Damma is 
elided in %yj [for *^j ]jpZ. of Jyj [246, 711, 721], because 
Damma on ^ is deemed heavy: so that such as *UajI 
exclusively, notwithstanding the lack of the commensur- 
ability mentioned, is transformed by transfer because of 
the extreme heaviness. But [even] in suchas^llul 
non-transformation is more frequent : nay, transfer is 
Anomalous, contrary to ^ [above], where quiescence is 
more frequent, because ^ pronounced with Damm is 
heavier than & pronounced with Kasr ; so that the ^ and 

pamma in #S\ ^{juoW Jbfy? ^ [246, 711] are anomal- 
ous (R). As for such as Juo Yazld [4, 18], when a 
proper name, [which resembles the aor. in measure and 
augment (Sn),] it was transformed when a v. } and after- 
wards transferred to the cat. of proper name (A, MASH), 

O 1 

And [similarly (MASH)] J,Gf Abdn (R, MASH), 



( 1522 ) 

when a proper name, if said to be jjtit (MASH), 
according to those who decline it as a diptote, is trans- 
ferred from a transformed v. (R) ; whereas, if said to be 
JUi , [according to those who decline it as a triptote 
(R),] it does not belong to what we are discussing (R, 
MASH). And the second [sort] is like kCaa^ [366, 
714] (A), which is different from the aor. in Kasr of its 
initial, and in its initial's being an aug. * (Sn). This is 
the obvious [conclusion] (A), i. e., that such as k^sjo 
is treated as sound because of its difference from the 
aor. in measure and augment, without regard to those 
who pronounce the aoristic letter with Kasr [404], 
because they are few (Sn). IM and his son say that 
such as kl^oo ought to be transformed, because its aug- 
ment is peculiar to ns. ; while it resembles Aju [404], 
i # e., with Kasr of the aoristic letter in the dial, of som# 
people [above] : but that it is made to accord with 

JbCLsuo [366, 714], because of its resemblance thereto in 
form and sense. But it is sometimes said that, if what 
tbey say ™ «* the paradigm of Jli, [above] 
would not be transformed, because it resembles v_****xj 
[with Kasr of the ^ (Sn)] in its measure and augment 
(A) ; while the reply that Kasr of the £ in ^*+&3 [482*] 

9 O 

is anomalous is effective only in ^«*&.2 exclusively,, not 
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in other aor. vs. regularly pronounced with Kasr of the 
c , like ywi^sU , ur^w , and o*ju> , with which, according 
to the dial, of those who pronounce the aoristic letter 
with Kasr, ,JL^> is commensurable without any anomaly 
in respect of Kasr of the g (Sn). And moreover, if it 
were admitted that transformation was obligatory because 
of what they mention [about the resemblance of kx^* 
to JL*5 ], it would not be obligatory upon all [of the 
Arabs (Sn)], but only upon those who pronounce the 
fcoristic letter with Kasr. IM indicates this second 
[sort], [which differs from the aor. in measure and 
augment, like L&* (Sn),] by his saying "But Jjtix is 
treated as sound, like JUix ", meaning that JGlax being 
different from the v., i. e., not resembling it in measure 
or augment, is entitled to be treated as sound, like \£\y»js 
tooth-stick and JLjCc corn-measure ; and that Jula* is 
made to accord with it in being treated as sound, because 
resembling it in sense, like J^Xc [252] and Jlyw loqua- 

ctous, eloquent [714], iaAisuo and LL^e [above] (A). By 

G'o O ^ * 

analogy, such as JyLo and iaxSu? should be transformed/ 

since they are on the measure of Jit f [above] : but KhI 
says that they are not transformed, because contracted 
from JUax , which is incommensurable with the v. ; the 
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Jproof that JUl^o is the o. /. of Jjla* being that they are 
often associated, as k^oo and JbUi£U> [366], ow^suoo and 
^Isajuo acZ^ (R). The obvious [conclusion], however, 
is what I have mentioned before, vid. that the cause of 
k^vx) ' s being treated as sound is that it differs from 
the v. in measure and augment, because, being contracted 
from isL^a.* [366], it is [identical with] the latter ; not 
that it is made to accord with bLisuc : and many ety* 
mologists are of this opinion (A). And such as j^J^ 

G 

[369], &J*. [374], and ^lk [below] (SH) are [treated 
as] sound (Jrb), (1) for preservation of the co-ordination 
(SH), since the co-ordinated is not transformed by elision* 
or transfer, of a vowel, nor by elision of a consonant, lest 
it vary from the standard [form], in which case the object 
of co-ordination would be defeated : except when the 
transformation is in the final, which is transformable, 
because finals are the seat of alteration; and because 

elision of the vowel from the final, as in ^yuo [272, 375, 
673], does not spoil the measure ; while elision of the final 
consonant, on account of Tanwin [643, 683], as in &>** f 
is like no elision, because Tanwin is not inseparable from 

s 

the word [609, 731 (condition 1, f, b, « )] : (a) l^jJl [374], 
according to Akh, is co-ordinated with 4><Xsa^ [392]; 
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and, according to S also, is due to co-ordination, like 

oo^ [331, 718]; although JJLxi [392], according to him, 
does not occur (R) : or (2) because of pure quiescence 
(SH), since the quiescence before the unsound letter is 
permanent; and in that case the preceding letter is 
neither pronounced, nor virtually pronounced, with 
Fath [703] (Jrb) : (a) this is the true excuse, not the 
first, because 5 and ^ preceded by a quiescent are con- 
verted into I only on account of that quiescent's being 
pronounced with Fath in the o. f. of that word [703] ; 
whereas, in what we are discussing, no vowel exists in 
the o.J. (R). 

§. 713. The mobile ^ preceded by a letter pronounced 
with Kasr ought not to be converted into ^ , except 

at the end of the word [301,721], like ^Li/f^ol^ 
I saio the raider [16, 685 (case 1), 720, 724], as the 
mobile ^ preceded by a letter pronounced with Damm 

is not converted into ^ [even at the end], like ^\Jti I 
competition in shooting, [orig. ^tr^-M (MAR),] Aj& [686 

(easel, a, oc),714, 724], andauli [703, 711, 724], because 
Kasra' s requirement of ^ after it is like Damraa's require- 
ment of j after it ; while, the ^ and ^ being strengthened 
by the vowel, the Kasra and Damma, respectively, of the 
letter before them are not powerful enough to convert 
them. And, when they are doubled [716], they are 
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still stronger, as Sl,i^| [332, 685 (case 5, b), 716] and 
^o; while af^X^t [685, 716] is anomalous. But the 

non-final mobile ; preceded by a letter pronounced with 
Kasr is sometimes liable to the intervention of what 
requires it to be converted into ^ , vid. conformity to an- 

other [word], as ^Us inf. n. of ^U [below]. That does 
not occur in the non-final mobile ^ preceded by a letter 
pronounced with Damm, which therefore remains in its- 
o.f. (R). The j [mentioned, then (R)], preceded by a 
letter pronounced with Kasr, is converted into ^ in 

[three things (R),] (1) such inf. ns. as Als [685 (case 2)-, 
699, 724], olLt [inf. n. of <3Lc sought protection (R)], Js 
[685 (case 2, d, a), 711], [and oLytf! inf, n. of oUsI led, 

attracted (R),] because their vs. are transformed (SH) ; 
(a) we do not mean that the v. is transformed in this 
way ; but in some way, as the ^ in oLa is converted into 
<5 because iLe. is transformed by conversion of the ^ into* 
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I : (b) if it be said " How is it that such [an inf. n.] as oUxt 

is, and such as ^UaL [712] is not, transformed by reason 
of the transformation of its v., when neither of them is 
commensurable with its v., whereas, if the inf. n. f s 
being conformable to [331], and exercising the govern- 
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ment of, the v. be sufficient for transformation in 6Lu& , 
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it is so in ^t*^ ? " > I say that Kasra's demand for con- 
version of } after it into ^ is stronger than Fatha's 
demand for conversion of ^ and ^5 after it into I , since 
such as Jy> and *ju are frequent, while such as *<o is 

rare, and such as Jy> with Kasra of the o and quiescence 
of the j is not to be found [703] ; so that, with the least 
resemblance between the inf. n. and its v., the inf. n. is 
transformed by conversion of its ^ into ^ , because of 
the preceding letter's being pronounced with Kasr, since 
the incentive to such conversion is strong (R) : (c) JL&> 
inf. n. of JlX [685 (case 2, d), 711] is [anomalous (R, 
Jrb),] like !^i[703, 711] (SH), the regular form being 
Jo^ (Jrb); contrary to the inf. n. of such as 6;5 [685 
(case 2, b), 699] (SH) and jljG [698], which have StJ 
and f\y3 (Jrb), because [the ^ in (Jrb)] the v. is [treated 
as (R)] sound (R, Jrb), whence iSlJ pcLo J^XuiJ JjJlM 
XXIV. 63. [TAose 0/ you t^Ao steaZ ciutch/ from the 
congregation, covering themselves one by another K, B)] ; 
whereas, if the v. were SS Z00& refuge> iSlJ would be 
said [711] (Jrb) : (d) [the ^ of] such as JdJ* [684, 711] is 
not converted, because it is not an inf. n. ; while Cl* in 
VI. 162. [368, 711] is orig. an inf. n. (R): (2) such 

\jpls. (R, Jrb)] as c>\S^ and ]C* [685 (case 3, a, and b, d, 

168a 
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ee ), 724] and _L^ [below], oi' and J>t> , because [the g 
of (R)] the sw#. is transformed (SH) by its conversion 
into (a) I , as in s^b a tame, pi yj3 [238] ; (b) ^ , as in 
zUji> , pi. jlSa [238, 278, 685 (case 3, a)], and ^j ; , £>Z. 
" C^ [237] (R) : (a) the proof that the & of Jj is [orig.~] 
^ is their saying *2$3 I returned to him time after time 
and ^^a* yJjJ\ The people return time after time; and 
[also] what AB mentions, vid. that the I of 8%b* is sub- 
stituted for ^ , its derivation being from ^ , which is a 

messenger between people : but the [opinion] mentioned 
in the Jh is that it belongs to the [cat. of] ^ [below] 

(6) similarly **& is orig. ^o , because it is from ^b 

continued, aor. ^Oo : this is mentioned by one of the 
learned in his commentary on the Tasrif of IM; and 
is implied by the words of IH and Z : but the [opinion] 
mentioned in the Jh is what we have stated in the 
chapter on the Plural (Jrb), [vid. that] it belongs to the 
cat. of j5 , because of their saying ^UaJ! o^->o The shy 
rained continually, inf. n. |*ajJo ; so he mentions in the 
Jh; whereas the truth is that it belongs to the cat. of ^ 
(Jrb on the Plural) : (c) JUk [pi. of Jo^is (R) in ^ ^^juJ 
j^J! jl (Jrb)] is anomalous [246, 685 (case b, d, a)] 
(SH), by rule (Jrb), since [the £ of (R)] its sing. 
is not transformed (R, Jrb) ; and by usage also, since 
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the most frequent [form] is Jf^b ( Jib) : (d) %\^ [685 

(case 3, b, cZ, Q )], p7. of ^G^ . [notwithstanding that its 
sin#. is transformed in the g (R),] is [treated as] sound, 
[like <<yD and ^ Jb (R),] from dislike to [the combination 
of (Jib)] two transformations [728] : and [so is (R, Jib)] 
%Y^ph of jG (SH), i. effect [camel (Jib, MAR), from 

"" if 

^yj meaning distance ; though it is regular (Jib)], be- 
cause the c of its sing, is not transformed (R, Jib) ; while 
even if it were transformed, still transformation of the 
pi would not be allowable, because two transformations 
would be combined (R) : (3) such [pis. (R)] as ydbj 
[685 (case 3, b), 724], villi [242, 279, 724] (SH), and 
^joLs* [242, 685] (R), because the ^ is quiescent in the 
sing., and followed by an I [in* the pi] ; contrary to Hj^ 

[685 (case 3, b, c), 711] and S^T, [because the I is miss- 
es 

ing (Jib)] : whereas 8*a3 [685, 724] is anomalous (SH), 

by rule *%y> [below], because the t is missing ; but, like 

o^jc^! [703, 707], it is anomalous [only] by rule, not 
by usage (Jib) : (a) this is the weakest of the three 
things ; and therefore needs another condition, vid. that 
the j occurring after Kasra should be followed by I ; 
because the 5 of the sing, is not transformed, but 
[merely] contains a quasi-transformation, vid. its quies- 
cence, which makes it dead, so that it is, as it were, 
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transformed : (b) the condition mentioned is effective 
because y between Kasra and I is like a combination of 
three unsound letters [697] ; so that the heaviest of 
them, i. e., the j , is converted into what is homogene- 
ous with the preceding vowel, vid. & : (c) although this 
condition is not prescribed for the two first [things], as 
in [the inf. n«] ^ [above], and [the pis.'] uJ [below] and 
f^o [above], still it strengthens them ; and therefore Jj^> 
[above], though an inf. n. of a transformed v., may be 

treated as sound : (d) B*ju , together with i^ [above], is 
allowable, for conformity with jjlwu [685 (case 3, b, 
c, 8)] : (e) jjt^ [712] and ^\yc [685 (case 5)] are [treated 
as] sound, because they are not pis. (R). But [Jh says 
that] *ju [238] is contracted from^Lo ; and is [so] altered 
only on account of the unsound letter, [which he holds 
to be <5 (above)] ; while, but for that, it would not be 
altered, since they say ^L>> , and not w^ ? asp?, of 
L^j [238, 254] (Jh). 

§. 714. The [augmented tril.~\ w., when not like 
sub't and &ol&c^| [below], which are transformed by 
reason of the transformation of their vs., is debarred 
from transformation by [the fact] that the letter 
before, or after, its ^ or ^ is quiescent (M) ; so that, if 
the j and ^ were made quiescent, two quiescents would 
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concur, and elision or mobilization [of one of them] 
would be necessary, ill which case the formation would 
be obliterated (IY). That [n. (IY)] is [of three kinds, 
being treated as sound because of the quiescence of (IY)] 
(1) [the letter before the £ , like (IY)] J^ [experienced 
(IY)] ; -}l£c and JL?\^o [717] (M), as in the saying of 
AlAkhtal 

^4nc£ verily I am wont to stand in places wherein Jarlr 
is not, nor the patron of Jarlr, one to stand and LJjt^: 
U*jU» LfyJ *X) VII. 9. And have made for you therein 
means of subsistence [717] (IY) ; and *> Ly& I and i> lio I 
[251, 712] : (2) [the letter after the £ , like (IY)] j^L 
[242], *£L [242, 683], and ^li [239, 242] ; Jo^Jb [348, 
683-685] ; jlLl» [686, 713] ; and ]&± , [as rf £y» JL*. X>; 
»lli> .4 groocZ man, come o/ gwod people (IY)] : (3) the 
letter before, and the letter after, the g , like (IY)] ,L& 
[ophthalmia and gLo greai seZZer (IY)] ; y^o [place 
where beasts are exhibited and JlJLc copious, excellent, in 
speech (IY)] ; and [ JlI^S and (IY)] Jtya (M), JUii 
from ^>Jv^ [489] and oJ^s 7 said much, like vllw [332, 
334], denoting multiplication : (a) the preventive of 
transformation here is the unsound letter's being enclosed 
by two quiescents [below] ; so that, if it were converted 
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into I , three quiescents would concur, which would be 
a sort of impossibility [663], Moreover these ns. have 
not the same formations as vs., while only what is on 
the measure of the v. is transformed [703, 711, 712] ; so 
that these ns. are [treated as] sound from their lack of 
resemblance to vs., since they are not on the measure of 

vs., nor conformable to them. In * bye land *lLol , 
however, the c is sounded true because they are on the 
measure of the v., and the augment at their beginning is 
like the augment in the v. [712], ^ysz] being like u^l 
I should strike ; while the I of femininization is not 
accounted a distinctive, because it is quasi-separate, since, 
if you formed a dim. from what contains it, you would 
form the dim. from the first part [of the n.\ and after- 

wards put the f , as *| v**-=* and iL*JlkX±> from £(«.+£» and 

iLvJUJ* [274, 282, 283] : although they do say t La^I and 
riluf for i\1^1 [728] and 1>XL1\ [712], the Kasra of 
the ^ being thrown upon the preceding [quiescent] 
letter. As for &oUI and XxdjU^t [699, 703], we trans- 
form them, as we transform their vs., because JUit and 
JLjubcLl are as inseparable from [the inf. ns. of] Jout and 
J^tAxI/l [332] as Jolaj and Jxix^o from their aors. [404] ; 
whereas, if they differed [from their vs.], as the unaug- 
mented trils. differ from their inf. ns., of which various 
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kinds occur [331], they would be [treated as] sound, as 
Jjxi , like^£ [above], is (IY). Such [ns.] as J|^ gift 
and JLuw a species of mimosa or acacia, Jjjis [above], 
; ^1I [348, 684, 685] and J ^ eloquent [730. A], j££s and 

fi • © • 

^LuwJ [above], are not transformed, (1) because of their 
incommensurability with the v. [712]: (2) as is said, 
because of ambiguity [below], since, if they were trans- 
formed, elision would ensue ; or mobilization by conver- 
sion into Hamza, as in Jo Is and *3 b [708] : but this is 
reputed by [the fact] that transformation is proper if its 
cause be existing, as in the exs. mentioned (R). Jlyu and 

^Lu*j , [though inf. ns. of transformed vs. (R, MASH), 
i. e., JLs said and %L* journeyed (MASH),] are [treated 
as] sound, because of ambiguity [above] (SH) ; and 
are not made to conform to their vs., as &eUt and 

*A&Lw|are made to conform to Jj>| and JjLx^|[703, 
712], lest, after transformation, they be mistaken for 
Jlxj [below] (R). The generality of Commentators say 
that, if the £ here were converted into I , after mobiliza- 
tion of the o , two I s would be combined ; and, after 
elision of one of them, JUl> and ^Uo would remain, which 

might be mistaken for the pass, of J^ss and «ju«3 : but 
this is [unsatisfactory,] as you see, since the ^ here is 
pronounced with Fath ; so that one is reduced either to 
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[the hypothesis] that ambiguity in appearance, [not in 
sound,] is meant ; or to what R says, that they might 
be mistaken for jl*i [above], the v^> being fancied to be 
rad. (MASH), This [suggestion of ambiguity as the 
cause] is the saying of IH (R) : but [R says that 
(MASH)] the [true] reason is what has been mentioned 
before, vid. that the p of the inf. n. is not transformed 
in this way unless the inf. n. be regular, equal to its v. 
in keeping its augment in the same relative position as 
that of the v., like &Ast and JLoUx^l [699, 703]; whereas 
j£ib and )\1«J are not so (R, MASH). And JtyLo 
[above] and IoLa^oo [3G6, 712], (1) because of ambiguity 
(SH), since, if they were transformed, JUx> and Sal&so 
would be said ; so that one would not know whether they 
were JjijLo or JUa* (Jrb) : (a) IH means that, being 
instrumental ns. [366] conformable to the v. [331], they 
would [naturally] be treated, as regards transformation, 
in the same way as the v. [703] ; but that thej^ are not ' 
transformed, because they might be mistaken for [ J^A* 
or ] Jl*i : whereas the truth is that, since the cause of 
transformation, vid. commensur ability with the v., does 
not exist in them, they are not transformable ; and that 
every ft. connected with the v. [330] is not subject to 
this transformation (R) : (2) because they are not on the 
pattern of the v., from which they are differentiated 
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by the I after the £ : (3) because the unsound letter 
here is enclosed by two quiescents [above] : while that 
necessitates sounding [it] true [even] in the v., as oL*Il 
[707] ; and a fortiori, therefore, in the n. (Jrb). And 

G^ e G ' o 

JjJuj [252, 712] and k^2^ [366, 712] are contracted from, 
or syn. with, them (SH) ; and therefore not transformed 
(Jrb). These need excuse, because, being commensur- 
able with the v., as JcU>! Praise thou and ZJ*b\ [428, 
667], aud containing the [prescribed] difference [712] by 
the aug. + at the beginning, they ought properly to be 
transformed. And the excuse is that, being contracted 
from JIaax? , they are treated like their o.f. : or we may 

G --o 

say that, though they are not derivs., but o.fs., JuuLc is 
made to conform, in omission of transformation, to Jlxi* , 
because syn. with it ; and this is more appropriate, since 
agreement of Jjl^o with jUix? in meaning does not prove 
it to be a deriv. thereof (R). But such [pass, parts. 
(Jrb)] as -yLc [constructively *o j.JLe undertaken (Jrb)] 
and ^A^o are transformed by another [process] (SH), not 
by conversion of their p into I (R, Jrb, MASH), as in 
their o. /s. (R), on account of its being mobile and 
preceded by a letter virtually pronounced with Fath 

[703] (MASH), in which case ^Uxj and ^L/j would be 

said, for conformity with Jj and ^.C ; but by quiescence 

169 a 
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of their c , and transfer of its vowel (Jrb), because of 

ambiguity (SH), since, if JjLo and glyj were said, no one 

would know whether they were J^jlm [697, 703, 709] or 

l^JS> [703, 712] (MASH). And such [formations] as 

ol^ [246], Jo^b [above], and ^a£ (SH)/ t notwithstand- 

ing the unsound letter's being mobile and preceded by a 

letter pronounced with Fath (MASH), are [treated as] 

sound (Jrb), (1) because [after conversion of the unsound 

letter into t , two quiescents would be combined, the first 

of them an ! : so that, if the second were mobilized, and 

OcfU*, JsLb , and ^2U were said (MASH),] they 

9 ' 

might be mistaken for J^li ; or [if the first were elided, 
and oL^ , JoJb , and yyL remained, they might be mis- 
taken (MASH)] for Jii (SH), with the £ mobile in *\JL 
and quiescent in the two last : while, if the second 

9 * 9 • Q ' 

quiescent were elided, then oU» , JLi? , and \± would 
remain, which might be mistaken for Juti mobile in the 
c ; or for the pret. of oU* ivas liberal, aor. £^&2 , jLb 
was long, aor. J^^> > and Xi. ivas jealous, aor. Xk% 
(MASH) : or (2) because they (a) are not conformable 
to the v. [712] (SH), since the \eps.~] conformable to it 
are the act. and pass, parts., which agree with it in 
shape, and in indication of coming neivly into existence 

[343, 347], for which reason Z says in the M, in expla- 
nation^ the act. and pass, parts. ^ that they are " what 
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is conformable " [in its vowels and quiescences (I Y on 
§§. 343, 347), and the number of its letters (IY on 
§. 347),] " to the j^K " and " JuX ", respectively, ["of 
its v." (M on §§. 343, 347)]; and, in explanation of the 
assimilate ep., that it is " not [one of the eps. (M. on 
§.348)] conformable" to the v. ( Jrb) : and (b) do not 
agree with it (SH) in vowel and quiescence [712], w^hich 
is obvious (Jrb). But the truth is that they are not 
transformed because they do not belong to the sorts of 
n. mentioned by us [703] as transformed (R). 

§. 715, When the I of [the pL belonging to] the cat. 
of Jk^u^ [18, 256] is enclosed by two unsound letters, 
the second is converted into I , because of (1) its nearness 
%o the end (R) of the word, for which reason it is assimi- 
lated to the j of % 1*^, [246, 683 (case 1, k, 8)], as they say 

^Za [below], treating it like ^d [684, 685, 722] (S) ; 
and (2) the combination of tw T o unsound letters having 
between them a weak separative (R), not an insuperable 
barrier, but only I , which is so faint that [for JJy> ] you 
seem to say J^S (S). And afterwards the second [ I ] 
is converted into Hamza, as in JoU and *5b [683 
(case 2), 708], whether each of the two [enclosing letters] 
be a , , as in jbT$f [357, 683 (case 4, b), 708, 726] (R), 
orig. J^l (IY); or a & , as in *3Lo pL of ^ seller, 
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chafferer [730. A.] : or the first be a ^ , and the second 
a (5 , as in *S \^ pi. of &*^ , [on the measure of] *Jlc*i 
from a^o ; or the converse, as in Jo U^ pZ. of Joyc. [below], 
oW#. J^a^ , because from JL& [Aad many dependents 

9 9s o „ 

to support (MAR)], aor. Jyu (R), m/. n. JLx (MAR). 

9 s - > _x ^ 

And, as for ^^ , [by rule ^3 Lyo with Hamza (R),] it 

it anomalous (R, A) in the pl. 9 as [ ^^ is] in the sing. 
[685 (case 7, c, b, oc, and d, cZ)] (R) : but, since the ^ is 
sounded true in the sing., it is sounded true in the pi. ;. 

9 i ' ' " xi B ' ° ' i Gas 

so that they say ,j^La^> , as they say ^jjjua , by rule ^j^> 
[685, 716] (A). That [conformity of the pi. to the sing*- 
in lack of alteration] is, however, not universal, since 

>c« y ss 

you say ^jJ\ c->Lo [veins m the heart, whence corner 
tenderness (Jh, MAR)], with dissolution of incorpor- 
ation, anomalously, [as an Arab woman of the desert, 
reproving a son of hers, on being asked " What ails thee? 
that thou dost not curse him?", said 

9<t* > ." ' ' >' '£' 

My heart-strings forbid, or My tenderness forbids, thai 
for him (Jh, MAR)]; and, in the pi. [256], Z$\L\Z r 
incorporated (R) : though it is stated in the Sahah that 

O 9t>-& 9s* 

(MAR), in thept. and dim. of ^J| , you say w^f and 
w^jJI , which [statement] is more probable than the- 
saying of those who* transform them (Jh MAR) by 
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incorporation of the o into its like (M AJh). And the 
correct [opiDion] is that ^Lyi is not to be taken as a 
precedent (A) far sounding the ^ true, whenever a pi. is 
found resembling it in soundness of [the ^ in] the sing. ; 
though some people make a precedent of it : so in [the 
commentary of J I UK (Sn). Out of all those [four cases] 
the [only one actually] heard is where the I of the pL is 
enclosed by two ^ s ; while S constructs the remaining 
three by analogy to it, because two ^ s, or ^ and ^ , are 
deemed heavy like two ^ s (R). What is mentioned [in 
§. 683 (case 4)] as to there being no difference, in the 
two soft letters, between two ^ s, two ^ s, and . and ^ 7 
is the opinion of S and Khl and those who agree with 
them (Tsr). But Akh holds [that Hamza is only in the 
case of two ^ s : and (Tsr)] that [by analogy (R)] there 
ie no Hamza in the case of two ^ s, or of ^ and ^ [716] 
(R, Tsr), because their combination is not like that of 
two y s [in degree of heaviness] (R) ; so that you say 
\Ju\+> [683], o^Lyuw , and JoLo , according to the o % f, 

(Tsr); while £\yi jp?. of &aSL> [247] is pronounced with 
Hamza only because it is pi, of what has its p converted 
into Hamza [708], [an argument which applies equally 
to dSTya ]. Therefore, when you form the act. part. 
from ^a [697, 728] and ^^ roasted, saying ,cU» with 
^ and ^Li [685 (case 10, b, a)], like yjXs [16], you say, 
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in its pi. for irrational objects [247], (1) according to B, 
Ct^» and L>.lju& [726], because the I of the ph occurs 
between ^ and ^ in the pL of ^L> , and between two • s 
in the pi. of jUg t (a) you do not make the p/. of *L& 
imitate its sing., as you do in the pt. of sjbt [281], since, 
if you did, you would say &}\y& [726], which would be a 
flight [back] to what has been fled from : (2) according 
to the opinion of Akh* &\y2* with & : (a) as for Lgl^A , 
there is no dispute about it, because of the combination 
of two ; s (R). Akh's doubt is that the substitution in 
the case of two ^ s is only because of their heaviness; 
while there is a precedent for that, vid. [in] the combin- 
ation of two j s at the beginning of the word [683, 699] ; 
whereas, when two ^ s, or ^ and ^ , are combined at 
the beginning of the word, there is no [substitution of] 
Hamza, as ^^o and *^j [698]. But the sound [opinion] 
is what S holds, vid. that the substitution is unrestricted, 
because of (1) analogy, since the substitution in [the 

penultimate of] Jul £ I is only by conformity to [the final 
of] %llf and iT*) [683 (case l), 723], because of its 
resemblance to the latter in respect of its nearness to 
the end; while in %Zlf and %Tc>) there is no difference 
between & and ^ , and so therefore here : (2) hearsay, 
because AZ transmits ^ Lu* with Hamza, as pi. of 
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stalking -animal, which is &JL*Ai from <j>lw drove, 
aor. o^o ; and Jh transmits Jo U^> [and JuLu* (Jh)] 

G - • - ^ 

with Hamza, as pi. of Jov^ (Tsr) and Juyw (Jh). Mz 

says " I asked As how the Arabs form the broken pi. of 

• • ' 

Jufi [below], and he said * They pronounce with Hamza, 

as in the case of two ^ s' " ; and this is an authority in 
support of Khl and S (IY). When the unsound letter 
after the ! of the pi. is far from the end, you do not 
convert it into I , whether the two enclosing letters be 
both y s, as in ^^Jb [708] ; or both ^ s, as in ^ ajLo pi. 
of £Lu [714, 730. A] ; or different, as in f^US pi* of .©Us 
[384, 716], and ^\^ pi. of ^Lj [685 (case 7), 716] on 
the measure of ^ K^j* [377], from ^b , if you give these 
[broken] jpfo. to the ns. mentioned [252], As for ^\yA 

* O GS 9 

[252] pZ. of ^a [714] meaning mote, as 

[253], [the , in (MAR)] it is [sounded true (MAR)] 
because its o. f. is ji^y* , the ^ being elided because 
sufficiently represented by the Kasra : while Jooll& > as 
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[237], is [pronounced] with Hamza because its o. f. is 
Jo Luc. , the Kasra being impleted (R), since it is pL of 
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Jua' [708] (R, Aud, A), with Kasr of the tf (Aud), like 
Juu* [251], meaning poor (R) [or dependent], sing, of 
JL^fr dependents (Aud, A), J<a£. having thus two pis. jUxi 

"* ' s 
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and Jo Li: (Sn); [for] Sgh says "The sing, of JLld is 
Jolc , pZ. JuL^c , like i\A=* , £>£s. jU^ and JoL^* " (A) : 
so that in both pis. \_)$y* &nd JuSllfc ] the o. /. is 

o a 9 

observed (R). And hence the transformation of *a,o 
[above] and pXS [247], [by conversion of the ^ into ^ 
(IY)], because of [its (IY)] nearness to the end ; [con- 

*3 C5 9 O O 9 

trasted] with the treatment of Jyo and Jys [384] as 
sound, [when the unsound letter is far from the end (IY) ;] 
while KxyS ^Ly° J> x ^^ [5Wi a one is o/ the choice, or 
6es£, set of his people, transmitted by Fr (IY),] and 
^sfl ^lllirjJfUi [685 (case 10, b, 6), 716, 722] are 

anomalous (M). All of this is in the pi. : but, if the 
like [enclosure of an antepenultimate I by two unsound 
letters] occur in the non-pl., then also S converts the 
second into f , and afterwards into Hainza; while Akh 
and Zj do not alter it [683 (case 4, &)] (R). 

§. 716. The ; , whether [it be (MASH)] an £ , or a 
J [722], or anything else, [i. e., an aug. } like the y of 

D 9 o • 

d T *Juo and the ^ of the jpZ. (MASH),] when it is combined 
with ,5 , and the first [of them, whichever it be 
(MASH),] is quiescent [below], is converted into ^ ; and 
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[the first ^5 (MASH)] is incorporated [into the second 
(MASH)]; while the preceding [vowel], if Damma, is 
converted into Kasra [below] : as, (1) [when the ^ is an 
t (R),] (a) <£L [251, 747] (SH) and JlLo' (Jrb), orig. 

4>jjuw (MA.SH) and <^^*j> (Jh), on the measure of Jjuki 

[685 (case 7, a, a), 703] (Jib) : (b) ^CT [747] (SH), orig. 
^T (R, Jib) : (c) /!> [322, 499] (SH), orig. )£S , being 
JUaj from c^J I went round (Jrb); and *Us [384, 715] 

(SH), orig. f\ r <3 (R), being JUxi (R, Jrb) from ^U > aor. 
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+y*j (Jrb) : whereas, if [ ,Lo and (Jrb)] JLo were [on the 

measure of (Jrb)] JUi , then [ s\^ and (Jrb)] J^s would 
be said (R, Jrb), because they are from [vs. whose c is] . 

(Jrb): (d) ^ [377] (SH), orig. ^^3 > being J^l (R, 
Jrb) from AxS [713] (Jrb); whereas, if it were [on the 
measure of (Jrb)] Jyw , then ^y3 would be said (R, Jrb) : 
(e) *Ja [278, 302, 685 (case 7, a, &)] (S H )> <>™7- Jp* > 
in/, n. of oo^L> (Jrb) : (2) [when the ^ is a J (R),] *xb 
(SH), orig. iyJo (R, Jib), because cfo/n. of ^b bucket 
[280], the s being put because ^A> is wiaw. and fern. 
[282] (Jrb) : (3) [when the ; is anythiug else (R) J (a) 
^y [294, 347] (SH), orig. &yf (Jrb), the ^ being the 
j of JjAAc (R), becaus3 it is J^mJuo from ouue^ ; (b) ^^4-L^j 

[685 (case 7), 728, 730], when a nam. (SH), orig, ^^JL 

170 a 
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( Jrb), the 5 being the ^ of the pi. (R) : (a) IH says 
"when a no;n." [above], because . and ^ are not com* 
bined in ^Xwj when an aco. or (/en. [129] : (6) ^^o and 
^JL^o , though not belonging to this chapter, [which 
treats of the unsound letters as rads.,] are mentioned 
here, because they happen to be included in the predi- 
cament (Jrb). Although ^ and ^ $re not so approxi- 
mate in outlet [732] that one should be incorporated 
into the other, as in S^\ and *.*Sf grew his front teeth 

[756], still, since their combination is deemed heavy, % 
very slight affinity between them, vid. their being letters 
of prolongation and softness, is considered sufficient 
[cause] for alleviating them by inoo -poration (R). The 
» and <5 are treated $s likes [731], because they join 
in prolongation [of the preceding vowel] ; and for the 
same reason they are combined in the backed rhyme, as 
in the saying [of 'Amr Ibn Kulthum atTaghlabi (EM)] 

by^o LgJuLfcl StXA.A/0 ^ ^aJ^ aLftSLc J^^iJl Lj J 
after 

(IY) 4^ (many) a chief of a cl&n, ivhom they have 
croioned with the diadem of sovereignty, who defends the 
refugees 9 have we left (our) horses biding over, having 
their reins hung upon them, standing upon three legs 
$?nd the point of the toe of the fourth / (EM). And 
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incorporative alleviation is encouraged in their case by 
the fact that their first is quiescent [above] ; for the 
condition of incorporation is quiescence of the fiist [731]. 
Although the rule, in incorporating two approximates, 
is to convert the first into the second [735], the ^ , 
whether it precede or follow, is converted into ^ , in 
order that the intended alleviation may be lealized, 
because * and ^ are not heavier than double 5 [715]. 
You do not incorporate, however, in (1) .^ [685 (case 

7, b, by 8), 730] and £?,y+> , (a) because, says Khl, the 
2 is not inseparable ; but its predicament is that of the I , 

for which it is a subst., since their o. f. is ^L* and *jLj 
[703] ; and therefore, as I , which is the o.f. of this . , is 
not incorporated into anything [739], so likewise the . , 
which is a subst. for it : (a) for the same reason you do 
not incorporate in such as J^ [730, 731] and J.jtf : (b) 
because, if you did incorporate in such as 1>^*, and *jJli , 

y 9 9 9 m , *" 9 ,, +* 9 y 

cJ^ji and J ; yb* , they might be mistaken for c Ui and Jut£> : 
(a) the omission of incorporation here is not on account 
of the mere prolongation, bacause this prevents incor- 
poration only when it is at the end of the worJ, as in 
Ijlol^ IjJU XII 71. They said (and came forward) 
and r jj ^ XIV. 21. On a day [731] ; not in a single 
word, as ^ [301, 685 (ease 8, b), 722], and ^*J> 
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[above] : (2) such as ^£p [332,685] and 31^1^1 [685, 
713], because the conversion [of the first ^ into & j 
supervenes irregularly ; and ceases in the pi. and dim. 
of ( j!^,as ^^5*> and ^^^ [685]; while for *>I^Jl^f 

you more often say Jl^JUJ [332, 685 (case 5, b), 713]: 

(a) if |jlj*> were Jlxxi [377], conversion of the ^ into ^ 
and incorporation of the [first] ^ [into it] would be 
necessary, as in ^L I [above]; but it is JUi [384], the 

[first] j being irregularly converted into & , as in ioLju? , 

pi. iLjyS [278, 332, 685] : (3) C^ and k^J , [685 (case 7, 

b, &, 8 )], when you alleviate L^ and ib^ by converting 
the Hamza into ^ [658]. Some of the Arabs convert 
[this j into ^ ], and incorporate [it into the second ^ ], 
saying Lr> and &>, [685 (case 7, c, a), 702], That is 
nowise allowable in ys^-w and *j^j [above], because 

confusion with the conjug. of jot* would be produced, 

contrary to such as Lk and ib^ [above]. But, by analogy 
to it, some of the GG say ^s in lightening J^* [685 

(case 7, b, b, y)] (R). As for ^^La [685, 715], i^=» 
[below], and ^ [686], they are anomalous (SH). The 
second ^ of [ SU^ o./. of (Part I, p. 7 A)] m i^lL [4, 685, 
689, 698] is converted into ^ in the proper name 
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exclusively, because proper names are often altered to a 
form different from that which the word must assume, like 
s^y* and i)jSU [4, 712], for a notification of their 

exclusion from their original application ; but, according 

j " * " 
to Mz, the * of Sjju*> is original, as we mentioned in the 

case of ^\y^ [698] (R). The Damma is changed into 

Kasra in ^yo and i5 JU^o [above], lest a quiescent 1 "^ 

preceded by Damma should occur (Jrb). But ^ with 

Kasr and Dainm occurs in the pi. of ^cyi I [728] (SH) 
violent in altercation ; contrary to the *»/. n. ^J [278, 
685 (case 7, a, &)], where Kasr and Damm are not 
allowable (Jrb). And, when you alleviate such as ab.% 
[above] and ^^ trench dug wand a tent, to keep out 
rain-water [by converting the Hamza into ^ ], and [then 
convert this ^ into ^ , and] incorporate [it into the 
second ^ ], Damm and Kasr are allowable [in au> and 

£ > 2 > «j , 

^ ], as in ^ [above] : and so, when you form Jkii from 

^lj I promised [699], and alleviate the Hamza by 

2 > 2 , 

conversion [into ^ ], you say ^ ; and similarly ^ for 

6 © * Jo-*-.,*' 9a> oc 9 « 

Jou from oo^-i / wasted (K). But *jco and ( vfi > [ *jud 

S C 

and ^aS IYon §. 715),] are anomalous [247, 685 (case 
10), 715, 722] (SH), because they convert the , into & 
notwithstanding the lack of motive (Jrb). IH means 
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that the propei ty of y is to be converted into ^ when it 
is coaibined with ^ f and the first of them is quiescent 
[above] : whereas here two ^ s are combined, the first 
of which is quiescent; and are then converted into 
^5 , which [conversion] is therefore anomalous. Such 
anomalies, however, should rather be mentioned after the 

section on ^h and ^-^ [722]; for double . [713], 
though approximate to a sound letter, is still converted 
into ^5 when it occurs in the pi. as a final, because the 
pL is heavy, while the final is the seat of alteration : 

whereas in *y> and +yj [247] it does not occur as a final ; 
but is nevertheless converted into & , which is anomalous. 
The reason of its conversion is its nearness to the end 
in the pL ; and it will afterwards be shown that, in such 
[a position], conversion is [not anomalous, but] regular 

[722] (R). And pJ| fLjf J£! Ci [685, 715] is more 

anomalous (SH), because the [double (R)] ^ [is converted 
without any motive ; and, by reason of the | occurring 
here (Jrb),] is [more (R)] remote from the end (R, Jib), 
which is the seat of alteration (Jrb). 

§.717. If there be no y or & before the ! [715], 
then the unsound letter (Jrb), [whether] y or ^ (R) f 
occurring after the I (R, Jrb) of the [ultimate] pi. [18, 

256] (R), (1) if rad., as in ^l£T and JLA**' [246, 279, 
683 (case 3, e, b), 708, 714], remains [unaltered]; (2) if 
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at/g., as in Julwx , ySl^c , and uSUu [246, 683 (case 
3, a-dj, 703, 708], is converted into Hamza, for distinc- 
tion from the rad., the avg. being fitter for alteration 
( Jrb) : [or, more accurate^,] (l) if not an aug. letter of 
prolongation [in the sing.\ whether it be rad,, as in 

JLcliuj and iUj^o , pi. ^liw [above] and ^Iwo , or aug. f 

as in J)i\*> and ^ic [253, 374, 708], [pi. J^IJl^ and 
jjli* , ] remains unaltered, the rod. because of its origin- 
ality; and the mobile aitg* because of its strength 
through the vowel, and of its co-ordination with a rad. 
letter : (2) if an aitg. letter of prolongation in the sing.^ 
is converted into I , and then into Hamza, as in wajUs 
[pl\ of UJJ d sert (MAR)], ^5UT [661, 708], and JSU^ 

9 ~ss 

'.[above] (II). But [sometimes (It)] ^Uw with Hamza 
,[246, 683 (case 3, e, 6, q)] occurs (SH), by assimilation 
to &JU*i (R) ; and Ibn 'Amir (K), [like] Nafr [683] (B), 
is reported to have p;anounced it in VII. 9. [714] with 
Hamza, by assimilation to [the pi. where the ^ is aug., 
like (B)] \Ju Lsxasi [above] (K, B) : though it is weak 
(SH) ; and Hamza is oftener eschewed. And similarly 
JSUue pL of is.Llc [683 (ease 3, e, 6,*cc)], by assimilation 
to sJlxi ; though the ohaste [form] is *^Luc (R). And 
-^3 La* [683] is constantly pronounced with Hamza 
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(SH), (1) by assimilation of z+x*oj> to $Ju*S , as Jiaw> 
channel of a torrent, [pi. Julli ( Jh),] has [also (Jh)] for 
its pi. [ J-~* , &L** f , and ( Jh)] ^ikluo , [irregularly ( Jh),] 
by assimilation to Juuti (R), like oUi:, , pi. ut^ , Stti^? , 
and (jUi) [246] (Jh); or (2) by imagination (R). As 
for uj Ua* [above], it is a blunder of theirs, because they 
imagine that kwaa is XJLxi , whereas it is only *JL*Lo ; 
but they do say o ; Lai [68 3 j (S). Jh says that all the 
Arabs pronounce it with Hamza, (1 ) because they imagine 
that &aa^o is auLuu ; so that they pronounce it with 
Hamza, when they pluralize it, as they pronounce the 
pi. of iUxiuv with Hamza, saying ^SlLy [246] : or (2) 
[because] they assimilate the [rad. (Jh)] ^ in xju^uo to 
the [aug. ( Jh)] ^ of SUa^^o , since it is substituted for j ; 
and is not original, as the ^ of *jja^o is not original. 
But the regular form is ^jLa* , [which also is used ( Jh),] 
because the • [of the sing.~\ is mobile in the o. /. [below]. 
And Z j used to hold the Hamza in ^ U/ to be con- 
verted from the ? pronounced with Kasr in <^La* , as 
in -\1\ for -li ; [683, 699], which [opinion] is not free 
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from weakness, because the ^ pronounced with Kasr 
does not become Hamza when it is medial, that being 
allowable only when it is initial (IY). IH means that, 
by rule, the ^ here* should not be con ve: ted into Hamza 
because it is the g of the word, and there is no ^ or ^ 
befo.e the I [715]; for which reason the rule requires it 

9 ' * 

to remain, as in ^Lfl^ [above] : but that they constantly 
pronounce this pi. with Hamza, irregula-ly, for a notifi- 

9 >- " • ' y * • ' # 9 * * 

cation that it is not pi. of slxjuc or itlxLc , like -.»Li£-o and 
yioLjuc ; but of &Xjulo , since the o. f 9 [above] is «j«~o-« , 
the vowel of the * being transferred to the ^ , and the 

• [then] converted into ^ because quiescent and preceded 
by a letter p. onounced with Kasr. This notification is 
needed because, by ru'e, the pL of such an act. part, 
should be sound, as ^L^y^c , since, in such as ^jC* [252], 
the sound pi. is considered sufficient, and the broken 
pi. is dispensed with : so that, when this [act. part.] has 
a broken pi., the idea naturally suggests itself that it is 
not pi. of SLUi* , but of zXsJLfi or »XsJuo , with Fath of the 

* , and Fath or Kasr of the p ; and therefore the . is 

converted into Hamza, for a notification that it is pi. of 

kXsJu* with Damni of the + , and Kasr of the g , contrary 

to the general rule that the pi. of the latter should be 

sound (Jrb). But ^Lo* , JS Lu , and yi^uLo with 

Hafnza are anomalous (R). 

171* 
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§. 718. The tf [serving as the t (IY)] of Jli , 
when a substantive, is converted into . (M, SH), because 
quiescent and preceded by a letter pronounced with 

Damm [686 (case 1)] (IY), as Jtyio and ^^[686 (case 

4)] (IY, SH), orig. JJ& and ^II^IY). J> y & is either an 

inf. n., like ^L] [248, 272], as in XIII. 28. [686 (case 

4, a, a)], i. e., Lxis , like ^ LwjOi XLVIL 9. [62] : oX 

fern, of ^jLbiH , in which case it ought to be ^Ja-M with 
the art. [356]. But [even in the latter case] its predi- 
cament is that of substantives [686 (case 4, b, e, fj)> 725], 
as S says " This is the cat, of what has its ^ converted 
into ^ , vid. {S XjlS when it is a substantive" (11), as <<^iaJl 
and ^-wytf I (S, M) from v^xls happiness and ^aS" 
shrewdness (M). The author of the CHd mentions 

that ^4^ an <i (5-^>^ are J ems < ofyjkl:| and y^^l ; but 
that, though orig. eps. t they are treated as substantives, 
because without an art. they are not quals. (Jrb). The 

reason why { Ax* without the art. is not a qual. is that 
it is not used with ^ , as is known [356] : while, with 
prothesis, the post, explains the qualified, because the 

9 s * 

Joti I of superiority is part of the post. [118] ; so that you 
do not say ^JyfJI ^am^ *j^W> ^tX*^ Jh my possession if 
a girl, the most beautiful oj the girls [with thp intention 
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of making ^ *-?» an ep. of *b;U* ], because [the ep. 
would then be pre. to its qualified (121), since] ^t^J^ 

indicates the qualified. And, since (5 Jt*i without an art. 
is not an ep., nor is it so freely employed in qualification 
as the rest of the eps., it is treated as a substantive. 
And, because of the small sense of qualification in the 
Joii! of superiority, this Juut divested of A* is triptote, 
by common consent, when made indet. after being a 

> * • is 

proper name, contrary to the cat. of ^^1 [18], as to 
which there is a dispute (R\ In the ep., however, the 
^5 is not converted ; [but the letter before it is pro- 
nounced with Kasr, so that the ^ is preserved (SH),] 
as^^XAA* &*£jo and ^y^a &+**i> [686 (case 4, b, c)] (M, 

SH), which are [judged to be (Jrb)] {S Xxi (R, Jrb>, orig. 
(5 X^=». and. («v*<=> (IY, Jrb), with Datum, [not (5 JL*i (R, 
Jrb) with Kasr (Jrb),] because* [says S (R),J there is; 
no c5 ili [witk Kasr (IY)J among eps. (IY, R, Jib), 
except ^y* [272] (Jrb), whtte sUtys is with g [272]; 
though some authorize {S ^S' J^ [272],, which may, 
however, be (5 JLx3 with Daaam,.co*oidiuated with i^X^s* 
[392], like oi^L [331, 712] and hLyL [said by Ks to be 
(Jh) pi. of faSTi (Jh, KF, MAR), i. e,,. a she-camel 
ffta£ cZo65 nofc conceive for some years, without being 
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barren (MAR), but held by some, says AUd, to be an 
inf. n., not a pl ( Jh)], the co-ordination not being marred 
by alteration of the Dam ma [into Kasra], because the 
object of co-ordination, vid. correctness of metre, rhythm, 
and the like, is not lost i hereby (R); whereas there 
[often (Jib)] is ^JUi with Daram, like C5 -L*> (IY, Jib) 
and ^-Uii [272] (Jib). They do not convert the & into 
2 here (IY, Jrb), as they do in ^^ and ^i> [above] 
(IY) ; but convert the Damma into Kasra, in order that 
the ^5 may be preserved (Jrb), to distinguish the ep. 
from the substantive (IY, Jrb) ; and do not reverse [the 
procedure], because the substantive, on account of its 
lightness, is more fit for conversion of the & into ^ (Jrb). 

o 

And so in the cat. of u*Lo [686 (case 1, a, y), 710, 711, 
728] (SH), i. e., the pl Jou , from the heaviness of the 

Q G * * 

pl. (R). ooaj is orig. <ja& with Damm of the o » 

» y o5 Go' * ^ • * 

because pl of <joju I , like y+s> pl of ~^l [249]. They 
convert the Damma into Kasra, in order that the ^ may be 
preserved, because thepl is deemed heavy ; so that, if they 
converted the & into ^ , the heaviness would be excessive 
(Jrb). But sometimes the Damma is left unaltered in the 
cat. of <>Lo pl of udxj I , and the ^ then converted into 

dot 

, , because of the lightness of the measure [ Juii ] (R). 






THE 5 AND ii AS J S- 



§. 719. The j and ^ , when J s, are more unsound, 
and weaker in state, than when p s , because (1) they 
are consonants of inflection, which become altered by the 
vowels of inflection [16, 404, 720]; (2) the ^ of prothesis 
[129], which causes the preceding letter to be pronounced 
with Kasr, i3 affixed to them ; and (3) the ^ of relation 
[294] and the sign of the du. [228] are affixed to them : 
while all of that necessitates their alteration. The e- 
fore, when J s, they are weaker than when p s [703] ; 
and when p s, are weaker than when o s [699] : so that 
the further they are from the end, the stronger they 
are ; and the nearer they are to the end, the more 
inseparable is transformation from them. Transforma- 
tion contains a kind of alleviation [697], and is therefore 
lighter than the use of the o. /. (IY). Their predicam- 
ent, [when they occur as finals, last (IY),] is to be (l) 
transformed (M), by (a) alteration of [their] vowels 
[into quiescences] ; (b\ conversion into another letter 
(IY):(2) elided (M), (a) because of a quiescent that 
meets them [663] ; (b) for a kind of alleviation [697] 
(IY) : (3) preserved (M), and sounded true (IY). Their 
transformation is [effected] by (l) conversion (a) of both 
into I [684] ; (b) of one of them into its fellow [685, 686] : 
(2) quiescence (M). They are converted into I , when 
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they are mobile [below], and preceded by a letter pro* 
nounced with Fath, if they be xiot followed by any causa 

necessitating Fath [of the J (Jxb)], as LT and ^.[403; 
663, 673, 684], ^^Ju is strong and L^so lives [728, 730= 
A]* ill and ^Ly [16, 300, 328, 673] ; contrary to (I> 

s&jj* and v^ax> ; [403, 697, 698], L^ and Uu* ; , and 

^a.a.j ^U and ^j+> \j (SH), where the ^ and ^ are quiescent 
(R): (a) ^juidsO* and ^jb" are [2nd or 3rd pers.]pL 
/em., their measure being ^S*a2 [406] : or ^j^&iaJ f 66~3l|; 
and <j>aju are 2nd pers. singr. /em., ong. ^ju«&&J ancfc 

^j^U>' , like <j^*£> [405], their J being converted into* 
I , because mobile, and preceded by a letter pronounced: ' 
with Fath; and then elided, because of the concurrence- 
of two quiescents; so that their measure is-.^aij : while? 
the <5 [before the ^ , whether this ^ be the J of the v.*. 
as in the two pis. Jem. y or thepron. of the agy, as in the- 
sing. jem.i\ ia not converted into I ,, because- ft is quies- 
cent (Jrb) : (2) l°yk and ^ [634 (conditions), 698] (SH),.. 
where the ; and & are preceded by a quiescent (R) : (3)^ 

|^£ and &; [663, 684 (condition 6, b)]— with whick 

' [ JUJ&^I and ^Gyb (R);] ^^and J^ ; '[229, 684]/: 

are made to accord — because of amb ; guity [684 (Condi- 
tion 6, g, a), (727)] (SH), unrestrictedly in the [prrt.J 
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v., and on [elision of the ^ for inflection or] prothesi* 
[405, 228] in [the aor. v. and] the n., [respectively r ] 
since the I converted [from the 5 or & ] would inevitably 
.be elided, on account of the concurrence of two I s : (a) 
the attached pron. and the I of the du. are, each of them, 
the " cause necessitating Fath" [of the J] (MASH) : (b) 
these affixes, as [will be] mentioned, necessitate return of 
the I s [converted in the sing, from ^ and ^ ] to^ their 
o.fs. [below], lest ambiguity be produced; and, after 
restoration to the o. /., the ^ and ^ are not converted 
into I , lest such conversion be a return to that [ambiguity] 
which has been escaped (R) : (4) LJL=»»t [663], because 

it belongs to the cat. of L.&j£\J J^J Ye two shall not 
dread (SH), since the imp. is derived from the aor. } and 
in [each of] them the J is followed by the t of the pron. ; 
so that, since the J is not transformed in [the sub).,] 

such as L^JssJ ,jJ , lest it be elided, and the du. be 
fthen] mistaken for the sing., it is not transformed in 
[the imp.] UAs» I also, although ambiguity would not be 

produced [by its elision], because LL=* I with \ would then 

-be said, and in the sing. JiiJ without I [428, 431] (Jrb): 

(5) v; ^^l > because of its resemblance to that, [which 
means that the ^ affixed to the v., without intervention 
of a pron. between them, is like the I ; so that ^ ^UJ is 
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like Lui^-I (R),] contrary to l^».| [below] and ^ y&.^ l 

[610, 663, 664], ' {S ^-[ Lbelow] and ^Jj^\ [610, 663] 

(SH), on#. !j*A^ [664] and ^^uc^t , iS *^^\ and 

^AjuiJ^I , where the J is converted into I , and elided, 
because elision of the J does not produce ambiguity here, 
as it would in ^Lu&dEX? [663], where the I is therefore 

not elided ; while LasI [above] is made to accord with 
the latter, because it is a de7*iv. thereof, though ambiguity 

G ■" * 

would not be produced ; and ^^a^^I [also], because the 

^ in such [a position] resembles the I [of U.&S4 ]. But, 

[in the chapter on the Corroborative ^ ] at the end of 
the commentary on the IH, we have mentioned [in the 
following terms] the objection to this language (R) : — 
IH says that the [double or single (MAIH)] ^ , when 
it is after the prominent pron. f [as in ,jj-&£»! and 

( jjuii^t ,] becomes like a separate word, because the 

pron. is a separative ; but, when there is no prominent 

c " " • 
pron. [before it, as in ^^A^t ], is like an attached 

[nom.] pron. : this is the gist of his language, which is 
open to the objection that the attached [nom. pron.] is 

not only the I [in U,£.tJ and Lyiul ] ; but also the ^ and 
^ in l^jl and ^-^1 [663], with which you do not retain 
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the J , as you do with the t ; so that his saying " like- 
an attached [nom^] pron", unrestrictedly, is not true 
(R on IH). And the better [opinion] is that the non~ 
conversion, (1) in [ ^jjui^uJ and (R on IH)] ^eL i^ > 
.[like ^^>l and { j^f ^ below,] is because the J is 
restored [to its place]^ on account of what we mentioned 
there (R), [vid. that] its elision [in yi^ajJ and { JJ^\ '\ 
was [a substitute] for apocopation [404] or quiescence 
[428, 431]; whereas, when the v: is intended to be 
%mnft. upon Fatb [402, 406, 610, 663, 664], because 
compounded 1 [with the corrob. ^ ], there is no apocopa- 
tion or quiescence (R on IH) : and 1 , if it were then 
converted, its elision would be necessary; so that its 
restoration would not be evident : (2) in LJLiLf , is because 
it is a deriv. of ^Lui^o* [663], And we do not maintain 
that [in these formations the non-conversion is because] 
the vowel is accidental ; since, if the vowel in such [a 
position] were not taken into account, the c would not 
be restored in Gli and ^U* [663]. We have mention- 
ed the predicament of such as l~&^l and ^.£.^1 [above] 
in the chapter on the Concurrence of Two Quiescents 
[663]. And in such as <jj-£^l and c ^*iU [above] the . 
and <5 are not converted, (1) because each of them is an 
entire word, which must not be totally altered; (2) 

, because their vowels are accidental [684 (condition 2)], 

172 a 
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arising from the [concurrence of] two quiescents; (3) 
because the vowel of the preceding letter belongs to 
another word [684 (condition 4)], as mentioned [below 

under ^y*)\ and ^^s^\ ] (R). IH's saying " [when] 
they are mobile " [above] means " with a permanent 
vowel" [684 (condition 2)], to exclude such as !^ and 
Cue, [above], ^ya*> [and sj*$r>) ]i [ \jy°)\ ^ anc * uf** 5 ;' 

[below]: while, in such as UuJt and ^^=a^ LJ 1 , although 
the inflectional vowel is accidental, the ^ and ^ are con- 
verted, because, though its sort is accidental, [being 
regulated by the op.,] its genus is permanent, since 
every ft. infl. with vowels, whether nom., ace, or gen., 
must have some [inflectional] vowel [16] (R on the ^ and 
^5 as c s). The » and ^ , when J s, are converted into I , 
when they are mobile, and preceded by a letter pro- 
nounced with Fath, even if they be in a n. not conform* 
able to, nor commensurable with, the v., as Cx gain and 

-J* [pi. of &uj a kind of small beast or reptile (MAR)] ; 
or in a n. commensurable with, but not differing from, 
the v. % as &y=»\ [black (MAR)] and JL&\ more ivretched: 
for the conformability, or the affinity mentioned, is pres- 
cribed only in the £ [703, 711, 712], not in the J , be- 
cause the J is the seat of alteration ; so that the weak 
cause, i. e,, its being mobile, and preceded by a lettdr 
pronounced with Fath [703], is effective in converticgit 
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(R on the y and ^ as J s)» And the reason why such as 
^jy and ^LyU [331] are not transformed is only that 
the | and <j , being inseparable [from the word], exclude 
the J from the end ; so that the y and ^ become 

[medial,] as in ,j^^ and (j!^a£> [684 (condition 11, a),. 
703]. If it be said " Why does not the inseparable S in 

such as Stye [247] and 5U5 [689] prevent transformation 

9-r f • • 

of the J [into I ], as the inseparable 3 in such as S^ajld 

and H^J^ws [721] prevents conversion of the y into ^ ? " f 
I say " Because ^ preceded by a letter pronounced with 
Damra is not converted into <j in any position except 
when final, contrary to the conversion of y and <^ into I , 
which is often found in the medial also, as in JU> [684, 
703] and JUw [712] ; so that the 8 , which is orig. not 
inseparable [266], is not taken into account ; contrary 
to the I and ^ , which are constitutionally inseparable ". 
And, from the affinity of conversion to the end of the 
word, the y and & , when final, are subject to this trans- 
formation, even if they be preceded by f , provided that 
the | be aug^ because then it is virtually non-existent, 
as %\.lS and *TS> [683 (case l), 720, 723] ; whereas, 

9 * 9 ^ 

when it is rod., as in ^K and ^U [723], they are not 
transformed, because the [ I intervening as a] separative 
[between the mobile y or & and the preceding Fatha] is 
strbng by reason of [its] originality. But, from the 
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weakness of this cause 1 mean mobility of the ^ or 

^5 , and precedence of a letter pronounced with Fath. 

[703] in necessitating conversion, the t is restored to 

ite o. /♦ [above] of ^ or & , and admits of being mobile 
and preceded by a letter pronounced with Fath, when 
omission of restoration would lead to ambiguity in the 
v. or n., vid. when the t is met by a subsequent quiescent 
letter, with which the I , if retained unaltered, would 
be elided, and so ambiguity would be produced. The V. 

is such as (1) \j^t and u*% [above], where the 1 of the 

pron. in attached to the transformed Li and ^e< [above] : 
so that, if the I [converted from the 5 or & ] were not 
restored to its o./., it would be elided because of the two 
quiescents ; and [then] the [v.] attributed to the pron. 
of the du. might be mistaken for the [v.] attributed to 
the pron. of the sing., or to the explicit n. [21] : (2) 

^u*do [and ^L>v*j above], because the ^ would be 
elided in the \svbj. and] apoc. [405] : (3) [ lll^ t or] 
Cu2y , because it is a deriv. of [ ^\lk&3 or] &&&£ 
[above]. And the n. is such as (1) v^JLs prayers [726] 

and oUxi damsels [234], where, if the I [converted from 
the y and & ] were elided because of the two quiescents, 

the pi. might be mistaken for the sing. : (2) yjiy** tw° 

staves [above] and ^Lai two youths [684 (condition 6, b)], 
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where, if it were not restored, the du. might, on pre- 

© x- >» X" 

fixion, be mistaken for the sing. ; while [ ^^r. and] 

* * * * * * * * * ** ** x <* *•• 

^jjuai and ^^sm are derivs. of [ ^f^s-fc and] ^Lxi and 

yj^>\ [above]. And> with the ^ of relation, the I elided 

in La-fc and ^-=»,[643, 683, 697], when pronounced with 
Tanwin, is restored [to its place], because the [concur- 
rence of] two quiescents, the I and Tanwin, ceases to 
exist; and, after its restoration, you convert it into ^ on 
account of the ^ of relation [300], as you convert the I 

in [the synarthrous (MAR)] UulM and ^yt [above] 
when you form a rel. n. from them : but you do not say 
that the elided I is restored to its o. f. of y or ^ ; and, 
for the reason mentioned by us in the chapter on the 
Relative Noun [300], the [restored] I is not elided, on 
account of the quiescent ^ [of relation] affixed to it. 
And, after restoration and mobilization of all the letters 
mentioned, you do not convert them into I , notwith- 
standing their mobility and their being preceded by a 
letter pronounced with Fath, (1) because their vowel is 
accidental [300, 684 (condition 2)]; (2) because, having 
fled from the I , lest, after [its] elision, ambiguity be 
produced, one cannot revert to what one has fled from. 
But, as for the restoration of the I to its o. /. in such as 

^jjy Jj& and y^+ey , ortg. ^y and ^y , it is not from 

fear of ambiguity, but for conformity to ^JyiS Ji and 
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^juc^ . The J is restored [to its place] in such as 

S **■ *■ O c x y <* ^ ^ CO > O » 

^^uo^l and ^^f ^ [above], and similarly ^vAI [663] 
and j,aa I , and ,j«yu ^ and c ^Jv^ ^ , because with the 
^ the v. is not quiescent [in the final] nor apocopated, 
while elision of the J is only [a substitute] for apocopa- 
tion [404] or quiescence [428, 431]. And, after restor- 
ation of the J [to its place], the ^ in ^ I and ,^**M ^ 
[above] is not converted into t , lest elision of the I be 
entailed thereby, which would lead to what one has 
fled from, [vid. elision of the J without apocopation or 
quiescence] (R on the ^ and ^ as g s). But, in the 
dial, of Tayyi, according to what Fr transmit from 
them, the ^ that is a J is elided in the sing, rnasc, 
after Kasr or Fath, in the infl. % [i. e., aor. (AKB),] 
and uninjl., [i. e., imp,, the Kasra or Fatha remaining 
unaltered (AKB),] as Oo^ \j^j^ *W$ -Sy God, assuredly 
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Zaid shall shoot and Oo^ L ^^1 Do thou surely shoot, 
O Zaid, Jo\ ^j^^oJ assuredly Zaid shall dread and 
Oo^ b ^ Ai* t -Do £/aw surely dread, Zaid : and hence 
L«l» I ^Jl2bH5 ^ v ^jjuJ # «JL^ xJUL? oJLs ^Jas JU |j>| 
[119] (R on IH), where there is another version {S ^Jtx} 
meant to be with the single ^ , which, says IY t is 
suppressed by poetic license [614] ; and 

4\JLJ ! ^Ua ^ *^XS Lcl cuU9 # ^t 4 ^ **** cs-^*' "HP u>7^'5 
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which also is an address to a male, And do thou weep, 
O 'Amr, for a life that has passed away after its new- 
ness, wJwse evenings were pleasant in that country ; 
and the Prophet's saying in tradition ^1 \J+a&J I ,j^yJ 
SLcllsJ I 1J> lljb&f Assuredly the rights shall indeed be 
rendered to their owners on the day of resurrection 
(AKB). And so in ^r*^ and \\^\ 6 ^^;] [above], 
the . and & are not converted, (1) because the vowel is 
accidental [684 (condition 2)], as we mentioned [under 
« . a.M and ^jy^i^l ] in the chapter on the Concurrence 
of Two Quiescents [663] ; (2) because the ^ and ^ 
[here] are independent ns. ; (3) because ^ and & are not 
converted into I except when the preceding letter pro- 
nounced with Fath is part of their own word [684 
(condition 4)], while here the ^ [or ^ ] is another word ; 
(4) because, if altered by conversion, they would be 
elided without any indication of them, such as is [pro- 
vided] in ^^1 [663, 664] and ^j^t (R on the ^ and ^ 
as c s), where the indication of the elision is the Damm 
and Kasr, respectively [61o] (MAR) ; [since <j^J and 
^jju^I would both be reduced to ,j^l ]. But IM says 
that elision of the ^ of the pron. after Fatha, as ,j^f 
from °^)\ [663], is a Ta'i dialectic variation (R on IH). 
If, however, elision of the I , on account of two quies- 
cents, do not lead to ambiguity, the I is not restored, as 
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^yojt. They are pleased ^yL They are raided, and 

• y * x m 

^t^f Thou [fern.] art phased [663], ^1L«ia and 
^JlLxl* [234], 1^ Tfoy retried and IpJ T/^ sAo£, JL^ 
and ^ [607, 663] (R on the ^ and ^as^ s). The y 
and ,5 are made quiescent in the cat. of (1) ^ raids 
and ^^ s/iOo£s [404, 720], in the ind. ; (2) ^liM *Ae 
raider [below] and ^y I £Ae shooter [720] in the nom.. 

and gren. (SH). The ^ in ^ and this [termini 

tion] is peculiar to the v., not being [found] in the n. 

[721] is made quiescent, because y pronounced wit& 

Damm after Damma [below] is deemed too heavy, since* 
the v. f together with its own heaviness, has two heavy- 
things combined at its end ; so that the Tast, vid. the 
Damma [on the ^ ], because the vowel is after the 
consonant [667, 697], is elided. Similarly ^ pronounced- 
with Damm after Kasra is made quiescent : but this, 
[combination] is less heavy than the first; and is, 
[found] in n. and v., as ^o ya He shoots and *b^ 
^■joUI 2%e shooter came. IH mentions (5)UlM [685 (case* 
1, a), 724] and ^IJt in order to explain that the & 
whose 0. f. is ^ is like the original. And similarly ^ 
pronounced with Kasr after Kasra is made quiescent, 
.because of the combination of likes, as in ^ pronounced 
.with Damm after Damma [above], which is heavier: 



( 1567 ) 
«nd this [combination] is [found] in the n., as ^IJ ! [in 

o o 

the gen.] ; and in the v., as ^^1 [663], orig. ^xx. I (R), 
The j and ^ are elided in such as (M, SH) (l) yu ^ 
iJaicZ not and *o 5 Shoot not [404, 697], ;-£| Raid and 
r ^l SAotf [428, 431, 697] (M) : (2) £.yu They [masc] 

raid and ,jr°^ TAey s/zoc>£ (SH) : (a) ,j»jju is orig. .Jb 
[above], to which the ^ of the ph is affixed ; so that the 
first ^ is elided, because of the two quiescents : (b) ,j-c!j 
is orig. ^^ , to which the ^ of the pi is affixed ; so 
that the & is elided, because of the two quiescents ; and 
the * is then pronounced with Damtn, in order that the 
2 may be preserved, since it is a complete word, which 
must not be altered (R) : (3) ^yt f and ^^ I [above], 

^>;| and J^l (SH) : (a) y*\ is orig. \ y lh\ [663], to 
which the double ^ is attached ; so that the ^ is elided, 
because of the two quiescents : and ^^ 1 is similar 
[TnuZaSis mulancZtf] : (b) ,j^l and ^^1 [663, 664] are 

etc* a t . » o °r 

like ^'yh\ and ^L] , because o?vgf. yey! and ^ J [663] 
(R) : (4) Jo and ^3 (M). But such as Jo and ^ [687, 

697, 698], IL[ and ^!>[ [667], II and U*f [260, 307, 

689], are not regular (SH), which means that the elision 

of the J in these n$. is not for any regular cause ; but 

for bare alleviation, on which account the inflection 

173a 
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rests on the final of what remains (R). Analogy 
requires retention [of the J ] in some of them, like Ju 

Ox o ° 

and *o and *** I , because the letter before the unsourjx} 

G o >• G* 

letter is quiescent, as in ^xis [643, 720] andy^ [667} ; 

S • G ^ 

and change [of the J into I ] in others , like ^ I a<nd ^ I , 
because the unsound letter is mobile and preceded by a 
letter pronounced with Fath, as in Lac [above] : but 
they are docked [of the J ], contrary to analogy, because 
frequent in their speech (Jib). As for <&J* I , however^ 
it is not docked of the J ; but the o is a sabst. for its J 
[689] (R). The ^ and & are preserved in such as (1) 
Jl. and ^ [above] ; (2) ^f;j*£ and J^*y* (M), where 
the • and & are preceded by a letter pronounced with 
Damm and Kasr, respectively [684 (condition 3)] (IY) ; 
(3) \jl and ll^ [above] (M). 

§. 720. As regards bearing the vowels of inflection, 
the . and (5,(1) when preceded by a quiescent, proceed 
like sound letters, as in (a) yio and ^h [16, 302, 643, 
728] (M), because the origin of their unsoundness is 
their resemblance to I , which they are like only whe£ 
quiescent, and preceded, the & by Easra, and the ^ by 
Damma, in which case they become like I , because 
quiescent and preceded by a vowel homogeneous with 
them, as likewise is I , since it is quiesc'ent and preceded 
by Fatha, which is homogeneous with it ; so that, when 
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preceded by a quiescent, they are excluded from 
resemblance to I , because I is preceded only by a Ifetter 
pronounced with Fath (IY) : (b) ,\U [643, 730] and 
gtX* [299] (M), because the first } and ^ here are quies- 
cent, like the ^ of J& [above] and the _ of ^^o [85] 

(IY) : (c) fo and ^ [683 (case 1, c), 723], and ^T[302, 
683, 723, 728] (M), because y and ^ , when final, are 
transformed only after an aug. I , as in fcUlTand %lo ) 
[683, 719, 723], not after an I converted from a rad. 
letter; lest two transformations, of the £ and the J , occur 
consecutively in the word (IY) : (2) when preceded by 
a mobile [below], bear only [Fatha (IY),] the sign of 
the subj. or ace., [because Fatha is light (IY),] as in (a) 
5}*4 cP & e shall not raid and ^^ ^i shall not shoot, 
^aX^J (jt iXjv! I desire that thou shouldst draw ivater 
and ^a ja«J> shouldst summon ; (b) ^\J | ojL / $ aw 
the shooter and (5 **JI the blind (man) and j-^yd+JI the 
s'houter (M) : (a) by ''mobile" [above] Z means "with 
the vowel permissible", vid. (oc) Damma before 
which [combination] is [found] only in vs., as .yj [404, 
719] and "^ju calls [727}; not in ns. [721] : ( 0) Kasra 
before ^ , which [combination] occurs in ns., as .--cUlM 
the judge [16, 294, 724] and ^clpl [719]; and vs., as 
^j [404, 719] and ^L»»> waters: (b) when preceded by 
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a letter pronounced with Fath, y and & are converted 
into t [684], as Lax and ^^ [719] ; when preceded by a 
letter pronounced with Damm, ^ is converted into • 
[686]; and, when preceded by a letter pronounced with 
Kasr, ^ is converted into ^ [685] : while only Damma 
occurs before ^ , and only Kasra before ^ (IY). But 
[some of the Arabs assimilate the . and ^ to I , because 
of their affinity to it : so that (IY)] quiescence occurs 
[in the subj. or ace, which is then uniform with the ind. 
or nom. (IY)], (1) [among vs.,] in the saying [of 'Amir 
Ibn AtTufail (IY, MN) al'Amirl alJa'dl, the chief of 
the Banu 'Amir in heathenism (MN),] 

[Fe£ clan 'Amir has not made me chief by inheritance, 
(but for mine own nobility and valor) : God forbade 
that I should rise through mother or father, properly 
'ylL I (MN)]; and [hence (IY)] the saying of AlA'shk 
[Maimun Ibn Kais, praising the Prophet (Jsh),] 

(M) jTAen / swore that / would not be merciful to her 
for any weariness, nor for any soreness of foot, until she 
should meet Muhammad, by rule ^'^J (Jsh) : (a) some 
make that a dialectic variation ; and some a poetic- 
license, which, says Mb, is one of the approved poetic 
licenses [below] (IY) : (2) [among ns. (IY),] in the say- 
ing of the poet, [one of the Sa'dis (S),] 
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dwelling of Hind, that hast been effaced, save its 
stones used to support the ccohing-pot (M), where LjAib! 
[properly L$Aili*! ] is an ace., because an exc. from an 

«# C 88 ] ; and hence p'"i is^ ^ C 333 ] ( IY ) 5 and the 

^prov. Lg-^b ^JLM io^l (?tVe zAe 6ow to its maker (M), 
meaning jSkei aicZ /or £% wwjfc from the possessors of 
knowledge and skill therein (Md), where Ljj^b [properly 
Ljjxb ] is o&/. of k^| : (a) ISh says " Mb says that this 
is one of the most beautiful poetic licenses [above], 
because they co-ordinate one case [of the n.] with [the 
other] two, meaning that they make the ace. like the 
gen. and nom. ; while quiescence is lighter than vowels ; 
for which [reasons] they determine upon making the ^ 
quiescent in such comps. as ^Jf <54Xxx [below] and 
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}U? J\3 [215]" (AKB on -Jl ^^\ Jf below). 

Ka'b's saying yju ^1 [444] with quiescence [of the ^ ] 
admits of two explanations, (l) that he makes the infini- 
tival ,j I inop., as in 

When the business of the people is in the hands of their 
old woman, there is no escape from this, that they 

£ 9 

encounter every loss, and in Mujahid's reading ^Xj in 
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II. 233. [525, 572] : (a) so they say : though the latte'f 
may be explained on [the supposition] that ,j I is op. j 
but that the o, /. is £>j*£> with the 5 of thepL, by con- 
cord with the sense of ^ , like X. 43. [182, 581] ; and 
that the ^ is afterwards elided [405] because of the' 
subjunctival [410], aind the ^ because of the two quies-' 
cents [&63] : (2) that he treats Fatha on ^ like Dammay 
by poetic license, which, says Mb, is one of the most 
beautiful poetic licenses [above] : (a) that occurs even 
iiL the case of a [letter] lighter than ^ , vid. ^ , as in 

AlA'sh^s saying ^J| v^uJLi [above] : though ^&2 thou 
shouldst meet may be Orig. fc£ks , an enallage from the 
3rd to the 2nd pers. [1], which i3 attested by [the fact} 
that he addresses her in the following verse ^us U ^4 
pT\ [565], Quiescence of y occurs in prose, as in the 
reading of one of the ancients *<>JL& atXxj ^ dJ I ^Aju ^ I 
wUCdf II. 238. Or he in ivhose hand iV the bond of 

marriage, [i. e:, the husband, the master of binding and 
loosing it (B),] should remit : hay, quiescence of ^ in 
the n. } notwithstanding "that ^ is lighter thah ^ , and 
the n. lighter than the v., occurs in prose, as in the 

9 *9 >- /OS 

reading of Ja'far Ibn Muhammad (jj+xk* U k*^| ^ 
l&Jli&T V. 91. [543] (BS), according to the dial of 
those who make it quiescent in the three cases, like I' 
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[below] (B), for lightness, as they say v-jvS^Julc [above], 
by assimilation of ^ is I (K) ; and also in the readings 
<5^;5 vJ^° ^IpToi^ ^>[j XIX. 5. [And verily I have 
feared the action of the next of kin, who will administer 
affairs after me, i. e., after my death (K, B),] and 
^fp L^JU JjT |^1T I^Sti XXII. 37. Therefore 
mention the name of God over them, when pure, this 
being; with a quiescent <5 ,pl< of axiL* , i. e., exclusively 
belonging to God (BS). In [the position of (IY)] the 
ind. or nom., the y and ^ are quiescent (M), because 
pamma upoji them is deemed heavy ; so that you say 
[in the v.] ^yL> yr> He ratTfc and ^y* sAooJs [719], and 
jn the n. ^U I ftX^ This is the shooter and (5 *jJ I ^Tie Wind 
(man) and ^^.^1 the shouter. But some of the 

Arabs treat this & like the sound [letter], mobilizing it 

" -* ' 
with the vowels of inflection, as ^U |J^ 27m is a 

judge, LyiU col^ [643], and ^Uj v^yc I passed by a 
judge (IY). Mobilisation [of the ^ (SH)] is anomalous 
(M, SH) in the nom. and gen. [below] (SH), as 

— Lss^u; u*jxM ^Ux5 ^JL* # LjjjJi LujJb n-^Jo <>£ tXS 

(M, R, Jrb) Plump darlings, like the rams of the breed 
of sheep called ^^J I , have wellnigh taken away (the life 

pf) the world and its pleasure (Jsh), and ^i\ coK ^| U 
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[below] (IY, R, Jrb) : like (I) quiescence [of the ? and 
^ (R, Jrb)] in the subj. or ace. (SH), as (a) tf .oS£l Ui 
*J1 [above] (R, Jrb) : (b) *J1 ^ ^f pLi [333] ; the 
saying 

^ ^ > ** ,*■ ^ * 

(R), attributed by IR in the 'Umda to Ru'ba Ibn 
Al'Ajjaj, though I have not seen it in his Diwan, -4s 
though their (the camels') forelegs in the level plain ivere 
arms of maidens taking silver dirhams, one from 
another ( AKB) ; *>J I Jo# ^o L> [above] ; and the prov. 
^J! kol [above] (Jrb) ; (2) retention of both [ 5 and ^ 
(R, Jrb)], and of I , in the apoc. (SH), as (a) #*f\ i«^ssj» 
[below] (R, Jrb), i. e., L.& JJ (Jrb) : (b) ^Jj iLsfc fft 
[below] (R) : and, in some readings, (a) \(Xh \!Le *Lu,^ I 
i^jS : ie*^V. XII. 12. SencZ Aim iw£ft ws to-morroio : he 
teriH /eec?, and #Za*/ [from ^3 } \ , aor. ^as^j (K, B)], 
where i^y?. being the correL of the command, is 
governed in the apoo. [420] (Jrb) ; while Nafi' reads 
[ *£> ] with Kasr, and J^JS (B) ; and Ya'lk Ibn Siyaba 

reads SS with Kasr of the g , and v_JlL -4ncZ he will 

p/ay in the uu£ by inception [423] (K) : and (b) ^ ** t 
^pj| juI XII. 90, [below] (Jrb) : (a) Damma is then 
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supplied on the ^ and ^5 , in order that it may be elided 
[404] by the apocopative, because the apocopative must 
govern [419] ; but more frequently and properly on the 
<5 , because Damma on • is heavier than on ^5 (R) : (c) 
jjpJ! 5L0I ^ ^f Lc [below] (Jrb), and ^J| LscLio y^ 
[below] : (a) to supply Damma on the I is inore strange* 
because I does not bear a vowel (R). In the gen. only 
^5 occurs, because [the gen. is only in dccl. ns., whilfe 
(IY)] among decl. ns. there is none whose final is . pre- 
ceded by a vowel [721]. And the predicament of the & 
in the gen. is the same as in the nom. [above]. But 

by Jaiir, [And one day they reward love with an in- 
effective (meeting), and another day thou seest in them a 
$he-devil that destroys (man), wig. Jyui (MN)j is cited ; 
and ['Ubaid Allah (Dw)] Ibn [Kais (Dw)] ArRukayyat 
says <#J\ ^>'^JT ^ &Iil d;b Sf [547] ; and another says 

[above] (M) / Acwe no£ seen, ^ being recZ. [563], nor 

shall I see in my period of life, aught in beauty like 

maids that play in the meadow (Jsh). Some of them 

make that a poetic license ; and, according to this, the 

poet [in the last verse] combines two licenses, Kasr of 

the ^5 in the gen. [16], and triptote declension [17, 18] 

(IY). But [R says that] the . and ^ are treated like 

174 a 
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the sound [letter], in a case of choice, by some of thd 
Arabs, who mobilize the ^ of ^IJ I [719] in the nom. 
and gen,, and of ^joo [404, 719] in the ind. ; and simi- 
larly the ) of 3 yb [404, 719] in the m<£ (R). In the 
apoc. they are elided [404,. 697, 719] (M), because they 
are regarded as equivalent to Damma, inasmuch as their 
quiescence is the sign of the ind. [above] ; so that they 
are elided for apocopation (IY), as the vowel [Damma 
(IY)] is elided [404]. But they are retained in the 
saying 

* m s 6 9 s O C 9 Gs * O * * 

s s ' 9 o * • a ' o * 

[Thou didst satirize Zabban ; then thou earnest, apologiz- 
ing for satirizing Zabban : thou didst not satirize (him) r 

9 O ,, 

nor let (him) alone (MN, Jsh), by rule ^$2 (Jsh)] ; and 
in v>T| dLob fi\ [503] (M), properly di'll (Jsh) ; while 
one version reported from Ibn Kathir is {5 aXj ^jjo xj t 
yya->^ XII, 90. Verily the case is this, tvhoso Jeareth 
etc, [4'04]. As for the I [above], it is retained, always 
quiescent; except in the apoc. mood [404, 697], where 

it is elided, like the y and ^ [above], as (ji-aco jiS did not 
dread and cjo p tvas not called. But it is retained in 
the saying [of <Abd Yaghuth (IY, Jsh) Ibn Wakkas 
alHarithr(Jsh)] 
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(M) ^4nr? an 'Abshami [309] oZcZ dawze laughs at me, as 
though she had not seen a YamZnl [311] captive before 
me, by rule S p ( Jsh) ; and [similarly (IY)] in 

v^t*-w jo s & f yx+J L —if Lo ^ ^a*La£. *-£> t aUvJ t if <j**3 1 Lo 

[above] (M) Whatever I forget, I shall not jorget him to 
the end of my life, so long as there appears on the 
rugged ground a quivering of mirage, properly au*3 1 if 
(Jsh) : and hence 

(3-Uj if j Is&LoJJ il^ $}c ^ftJLioi y^x^h \y^xi\ |jt 

[above] (M), by Ru'ba Ibn Al'Ajjaj, When the old 
woman is angry, then divorce (her) ; and s<ek not to 
pacify her, nor coax (her) (MS), cited by AZ (IY) ; 
though I J says that there is a version Lglslj if : , accord- 
ing to the more recognized form (MN), 

§. 721. Among decl. ns. there is none whose final is 
3 preceded by a vowel [719, 720], because the vowel, if 
Fatha, makes the ^ become I , as in Uic [684, 719]; and, 
if Kasra, converts it into ly5 , as in ^liJf [685, 719, 724] 
(IY on § 720) ; while there is no [decl (Jrb)] n. whose 
final is j preceded by Damma [686 (case 2, c, a)], that 
being [found] only in vs., as £l [727] (IY, Jrb), and 
inded. ns., as ye [below] and .S [176] (Jrb). The cause 
of that will [now] be explained (IY). When 5 after an 
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original Damnia occurs as a J , final, as in Jo? [243], or 
virtually final, as when followed by a separable letter, 
iike the H of femininization, when separable [266], as in 
R^li* [336, 686 (case 2, b)], or an t of dualization [228], 
£is in (jl^US du. of -jih [727], and that [combijiation] is 
in a decL n. } the y must be converted ii^to ^ , and the 
Damma before it into Ka$ra, because ^ preceded by a 
letter pronounced with Damm is a heavy [thing] super* 
added to a heavy ; and, above all, when it is final ; and 
especially in the depl. n., where it is the foot-rest of the 
different vowels of inflection (R). They say Jo I [243, 

* S 9)05 > * S 

685, 727] and <ja| , [by analogy Jo I and yL=»! (IY),] 
for the pi. [of paucity (IY)] on [the measure of] Jutil ? 
from Jo bucket and yu> ivaist ; and Jj^c and uu xks for 
the |>Z. of lySf. [248, 723] and S^Uii [254, 390, 723], 
[by elision of the H (IY),] on the principle of aL*.* arid 
w*i[254], as 

[2%ere wt7? 6e no patience until thou reach l Ans (a clan 
of AlYaman), the tvearers of tvhite mantles and of caps, 
cited by As on the authority of IIU (IY)] : substituting 
Kasra for the Damma before the ^ , in order that the ^ 
may be converted into ^ , as in ,j!va* and ^IXyo [685 
(case 5), 699] (M) ; so that the word becomes of the 
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class of the defective, like ^L? [16] (IY). [According 
to R, however, first] the ^ is converted into ^ ; and 
afterwards the Damma into Kasra : and one does not 
begin by converting the Damma into Kasra, because 
alleviation of the final is more appropriate. The ^ is not 
Converted into ^ , (l) when it is not a J , whether it be 
pronounced with (a) Fath, as in ibyf [273, 385]: (b) 
Damm, in which case, (a) if followed by a quiescent, as 

in J^2> [inf. n* of J^ssJI &JI& JU» Tfie year passed over 
him (KF, MAR)], it may be retained, or be converted 
into Hamza [683] (R), [as] 3 ? Li (KF) ; (b) if followed 
by a mobile, it must be m^ide quiescent, as syj , [orig. ^S 
(MAR),] pl f of )$ [711, 712] : or (c) Kasr, in which 
case it remains unaltered, as o^T on [the measure of] 1jS\ 

2> „ 9 ' 

from dy affection: (a) as for ^ , orig. jjj» [436], it is 
because of what has been mentioned in the Commentary 
on the IH [706] : (2) when it is a J , but is followed by 
an inseparable letter, like the a of femininization in 



6 9 * . 



?sy<iJL& and l^Cx^+S [385, 399, 719, 724], and the non- 

jduahstic I and ^ in ^t^tit and ^f^s^'l [274, 390, 724] : 
except when the Damma before it is upon another , in 
which case it is converted into ^ , because of the exces- 
sive heaviness, even if it be immediately followed by an 
inseparable letter, as in ^ and (jby [730. A] on [the 
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measure ofj 'ijJL [254] and ^lill [385, 686 (case 2, c)] ; 
and is not subjected to incorporation, because transforma- 
tion comes before incorporation [684 (condition 10, b, b, 
y), 728] : (3) when the Damma [before it] is not perma- 

nent, as in (a) J^j! thy j other, J^i thy mouth and ^LM 

thy brother [16] : (b) ^JaL steps [238, 240] ; for, though 

the ! and ^ [234] are separable, like the S [336] of &i\lif 
[above], still the Damma of the ic is accidental in the 
pi., where the to may be made quiescent : (4) when the 

. is in a v., like U*» ivas liberal [729], aor. j^*j [730], 

and [like] ^xJo [720], because, though the v. is heavier 
than the n., so that alleviation is more appropriate and 
suitable for it, still the word becomes a v. only through 
the measure, since the o. f. of the v. is the inf. n. [331], 
which is transferred to the cat. of the v. through the 
formation only, the inf. n. being like the material, an4 
the v. like a compound of the material and the form ; 
and, since the quality of v. comes into existence through 
the formation only [724], while the formations of the 
tril. v. vary, and are distinguishable, one from another, 
only through the vowel of the g [482, 704, 730. A], thd 
Arabs take care to preserve that vowel, which is there- 
fore not elided, except when the formation is not disr 
tinguishable by transfer [of that vowel] to the preced- 

9*9 9 • 9 o 9 

ing letter, as in oJUs and o*ju , contrary to oa4* and oaj& 
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» t) 19* 9 *> • * >, 

and ciJi [705], and to Jyb and oUu and *-lo [697, 
703], as before explained : (a) similarly they say j*% 
J^Jf IZok; i#e/Z Z/ie man shoots ! [476, 686 (case 2, a), 
724], contrary to such as ^'y^f [713] : (b) thus it is 

established that the Damma of yy* and ^xJu [above] 
may not be converted into Kasra, lest one formation be 
mistaken for another : (5) when it is in a n., and Fatha 
is inseparable from it, as in ys he [161, 724] : (a) only 
this [instance] occurs : (b) here that [retention of the 
2 ] is pardonable, because the word has little heaviness, 
by reason of its being biL, and of Fatha's being insepar- 
able from its ^ ; and because it might be mistaken for 
the fern. [ ^ she], if the ^ were converted. And IH, 
notwithstanding that he is discussing the ^ preceded by 
a letter pronounced with Damm, mentions *iUi* [273] 
together with iljy? [above], to demonstrate the predica- 
ment of "the ^5 preceded by a letter pronounced with 
Pamm, as respects the fact that with the ^ conversion 
of the Damma into Kasra is necessary where it is neces- 
sary before the y , as JlS [332] and &IxG [336, 686 
(case 2, b)], according to what we have mentioned [in 
connection with \\ju and ab)U^> ] ; and unnecessary 
where it is not necessary with the . [above]. Fr says 

that flvA-w [273, 385] is wig. *}*ou with Damm, being 
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pronounced with Kasr on account of the , as <±>+& &nd 
^jlc [242], v^xaj and &Ua^ [274, 686] are s&id in the pi; 
and dim. ; and> says Sf, what he says is not improbable, 
because we do not see any n. on [the measure of] *3C*s 
with Kasr of the o , except the hollow whose c is a ^ : 
but Khl says that no i 2AJti with Kasr of the uJ occurs 
in the language, except *La£ i. q. wJLa [368], £lvy*,j 
and iit^ i. q. £ S^ membrane enclosing the foetus in the 
womb of the she-camel (R), whidh have no fourth 

(KP, MAR). They say ^JJji and ZydJLJ [above],- 

^l^ti! [above] and l^^lk [283, 389, 685 (case 1, b, &), 
724], where the 5 is not final. And the counterpart of 
that is the transformation in such as % L+S and % I & # 
[683, 723], and its omission in such as (1) &A-& and 
£jlii* and ? £$Jo and H3UI [266, 683 (case 1, d), 723] j 
(2) Kyi \ paternity and S^l fraternity [722] (M), in/, ns. 

on [the measure off XJyii [331], from which the s is : 
inseparable in the first state of their formation in thi& 
shape [265 (case 10)] (IY) ; (3) ^Qj3 and &\0* [228-* 
230, 683 (case 1, /), 723, 727]. S asked Khl about theft 
saying a^iLo [683 (case 1, e), 723], 5i>U& and H*Uis| 
and he said "They only pronounce the n. un, [254] 
conformably to % *%Sa [723], iXl* and %T£& (M) ; as the/ 
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say «ja~* and iLyswc , pronouncing them conformably to 
^xlx and ^cJ> [685 (case 8), 722] " (S, IY) ; meaning 
that Hs^Lo and HeU^ are not treated like SLsLgi [above] 
and S;bj [281, 683 (case 1, d)], because the S is affixed 

to OLo and &U^ after the conversion [of their J ] into 
Hamza has become necessary in them (IY) : "but, as 
for those who say SbiLo and abUxs- [266], they do not 
pronounce the n. un. conformably to %^o and %L±£. ; as 
those who say <jL^-=» [228] do not form the du. conform- 
ably to the sing, used in speech (M), whereas, if they 
meant that, they would say ^Ujy<ii* " (S). 

§. 722. They say ^i£. and v5 £=* [act of] kneeling 
upright [728], and ^as^ [with Kasr of the £ and ^ , or 
with Dainm of the o (IY)], doing to the final ^ after 
Damma in JL*i , notwithstanding that the letter of pro- 
longation is a barrier between them, what they do to it 

in Jo? and yJJS [721], as they do in %XLf[683 7 723] 

the like of what they do in \JS [684, 719] (M). The y 
is converted into & for alleviation, because of two 
matters, (1) that the word is a ph [below], the pL being 
deemed heavy : (2) that the first ^ , being an aug. letter 
of prolongation, is not taken into account as a barrier ; 

so that the ^ , which is the J of the word, comes, as it 

175 a 
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were, immediately after the Damma, ytis. becoming 
constructively yajc \ and is therefore converted into ^ , 
as in (J.^1 and Jo\ [721]. Then, this ^ being combined 
with [the preceding] ^ , the ^ is converted into ,5 [685 
(case 7)]. And they pronounce the g with Kasr in such 
as -*a.c , as they do in J<M and <j$j*I [721] (IY). This 
process is invariable in what is a pi. [above], except in 
such an anomaly as SwaaT^sO *> ^..kuJcJ Jb( Verily thou 
loosest in many directions [685 (case 9, a, a)] ; but not 
in what is [a sing. n. (IY),] not a pi. (M), because the 

sing, [below] is light (IY), They say yL& and ^yuo (M), 
as XXV. 23. [685 (case 9, b)] (IY) ; but they do say 

2 > So. 

Xc and {£'y** > as 
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U<>Lc^ *d-& Qjjt^ ^^J ! U I ^jc xj j xCx-Uj 15*^7^ ^m-L^ tX^5 

[685 (case 8, b, a, y)] : and they say XajLwxi ^J irrigated 
land [from ^o^SM ci?yLw / ivatered the land (IY)], and 

go. 2 9 o „ 

^6yA [685 (case 8), 721]; or ^yo [below], according: to 
rule. S says " The proper letter in this sort", [i. e., 
what is a sing. (IY)J " is ^ ; but the other is [good] 
Arabic, [and] frequent : while the proper letter in the 
pi. is <5 " (M). The final ^ preceded by] a letter pro- 
nounced with Damm, in the decl. n., is, if doubled, 
rather strong. Conversion is then (1) necessary, not- 
withstanding that [strength], in two things, (a) that 
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[sing.'] in which the Dainma is on another y , as ^vi on 
the measure of ^jLLc [396] frora } y£ [728, 730. A] ; and 

2 © - s«* 

hence ^yu? pass. part, from »y& [685 (case 8), 730. A] : 

G 9 9 

(b) a pL on [the measure of] J«jl» [243, 685 (case 9)], 
like _£^> j)/. of v»>U* kneeling upright, and ^c- 01 ^ JP^ of L^c 
[above] ; and hence {S ^ after transposition [243] : (a) 
^\J pZ. of ^-sv3 , as sViS'^saJ ^ *Ia-LJ &j£ Verily he looks 

2 > J Go, 

e£c. [above] is anomalous; and so are ,^vj pL of yj&<j 

29 y Go- %9 I 2 y h gjs 

cloudy y^i pL of ^go c/ies£, and ^j| andy^l , 2 ys - of ^_> I 
and ~\ [685 (case 9, a, a)] (R) : (6) the author of the 
CHd says that (Jrb) those all occur anomalously, [as 
though (IY)] notifying the o. /., like c>Ji (IY, Jrb) and 
}sS^L [684, 711] (IY) : (c) they are not to be copied, 
contrary to the opinion of Fr : (2) proper, though it 
may be omitted, in every pass. part, in which the 
Damma is not on [another] y , but which belpngs to the 
conjug. of Juii with Kasr [of the £ ], as ^v« [685 

f 2> o^ 

(case 8)], which is more frequent than yc^ [above], for 
imitation of the pret. v. : (3) properly omitted, in every 

S » y 2 y y 

inf. n. on [the measure of] Jm , like ^£=> [ac£ o/] hicel- 

2 » * 

tngr upright and yLc [685 (case 9, b)] ; while those who 
convert [the y into ^ ] do so because of the transforma- 
tion of [the y into I in] the v. [ \1L and Ul ]. If not 
final, the ^ is not converted, as fy] and S^l [7211 
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Conversion is extraordinary, in (1) Jyal and xJyxi\ , like 
yyb.\ and s^v^l : but Vjxol or iUcol riddle occurs; and 
hence ^ol , [ Jytil from v^=o / expanded (Jh), and 
K^-o I or H^.r>t> t > the pZace where the ostrich lays eggs in 
the sand (KF, MAR), because she expands it with her 
foot, and then lays eggs in it, the ostrich having no nest 
( Jh)] : (2) JjAi and xJ^jti as &J I oa£/t, which may be aJyt* 
or &JL*i while its J is a ^ , because they say S^J t in the 
same sense : (3) the pass. part, in which the Damma is 
not on [another] ^ , and which does not belong to the 
conjug. of J^ti with Kasr, like ^ybo [685 (case 8, b)] : 
but S^JUMrf ^J or SU**** [above] is said; and the poet 
says 

[above] (R). The saying pJi c^JU! bl is recited in 
both ways [685 (case 8, b, a, a)]. The cause of the 
transformation is disputed, being said to be (1) con- 
formity to the pass. v. [ ^cX^ (Sn)] : (a) this is the 
saying of Fr, who is followed by IM ; but it is objected 
that conversion is found in the inf. n., which is not 
formed according to the pass. v. : (2) assimilation to the 
cat. of Jo I and ys>| [243, 721], because the first ^ [of 

2 y ° - 

• Juuo (Sn)], being quiescent, aug , [and] fit for incor- 
poration, is not taken into account as a barrier ; so that 
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the 5 , which is the J of the word, is, as it were, immedi- 
ately after the Damma ; and is therefore converted into 
,* , as in ubt and ^1 [above] (A). The pass. part. 
whose J is a Hamza is sometimes subjected to this 
transformation, like {S *&«* , orig. %y^\^ hidden [658]. 
And yji* occurs anomalously as£>/. of ^Ci youth, notwith- 
standing that its J is a ^ , as ^o is anomalous, except 
that the anomaly in y^ is conversion of the ^ into « 
[243], and in ^o is non-conversion of the • into ^ 
[above]. After conversion of the . into ^ [and of the 
Pamma into Kasra], you may make the ^J of J«jJ 
whether a pL or otherwise, imitate, or not imitate, the 
g [in its vowel], as ^ [684, 685 (case 9, b, a), 730. A] 
and & [243, 685 (case 9)]. And in J£ , when z pi 
of the hollow whose £ is ^ , as pyefasters [247] and jts 
sayers [730. A], you may convert the . into ^ , as ll^> 
aDd JuJ> [685 (case 10), 715, 716], though it should 
rather be sounded true. That is allowable only because 
it is a pi. [above], and the ^ is near the end ; while JILL 
for J^* [714] is not allowable, because it is a sing. 
[above]. IH has previously adjudged this conversion 
to be anomalous [716] : whereas the language of S noti- 
fies that it is regular. But, as for ^J\ ICIff o ; ' Ui [685, 
715, 716], it is anomalous, because of the remoteness 
from the end (R). 
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§. 723. The y and ^ are converted [into I , and 
afterwards (R)] into Hamza [683 (case 1, Jc, &)], when 
they occur as a final [below] after an aug. | , [because, 
the I being then like the non-existent, the mobile ^ and 
<5 occur, as it were, after Fatba (R),] as %\lS and stTJv 

[328, 683, 708, 719] (SH), which are jli from !^Lf 
[327] and a^oyl ^^w^ ^iki sucA a one is good in the 
fashion of ivearing the cloak (Jrb) ; contrary to Jk and 
^LS [719] (SH), where the I , being converted from a 
rad. letter, [ ^ in the former ex., and ^ in the latter,] is 
taken into account (R). It is mentioned, in the com- 
mentary ascribed to IH, that ^ and <^li are pis. of 
XjI^ and jLjLS : but this requires consideration ; and it 
should rather be said that ^ and &j|^ [301, 302, 305], 
^LS and SL>U [305, 684], are [collective generic ns. and 
ns. un., respectively,] on the principle of yj and al*i 
[254] (Jrb). The ^ and & mentioned are converted into 
I because mobile and preceded by a letter pronounced 
with Fath [684, 719]. Then, two quiescents being com- 
bined, the first is not elided [708], notwithstanding that 
it is a letter of prolongation [663], lest one formation be 
confounded with another, [vid. the prolonged with the 
abbreviated] ; but the second is converted into a letter 
susceptible of a vowel, [and] akin to f , vid. Hamza, 
both being guttural [732] : [and such conversion of the 
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second is necessary,] since the first is a letter of 
prolongation having no share in a vowel ; while there is 
no way to conversion of the second into ^ or ^ , because 
one has only just escaped from them (R). It is stipu- 
lated, in the case of the [ 5 or ^ (IY)] converted after I 
that the | should be aug. [374, 673], as in %Xls and 
i\&) [above] : whereas, if it be rad., the ^ or ^5 is not 
converted, as °^ [683 (case 1, a), 697, 698j 720] and 

^ [below], &j| and Soli* [684 (condition 10, b, a)] (M). 
That is because of two matters, (1) that the letter, when 
aug., may be assumed to be elided : so that the unsound 
letter comes, as it were, immediately after the Fatha ; 
and is therefore treated, in respect of conversion and 
transformation, in the same way as in L^l& and (S s^k 
[719] : whereas, when the I is rod., this assumption is 
not permissible : (2) that the I , when rad., is converted 
from another [letter] ; so that, w T hen you proceed to 
convert the y or ,5 , which is a J , you make two trans- 
formations consecutively, which is a catachresis. And 
Mz exaggerates in precaution by stipulating that the I , 
with which the ^ or ^5 is converted into Hamza, should 

be [not only] aug., [but] third, to guard against ^K 

[below] and ^ I [720] ; for, though " aug. " is sufficient 
as a safeguard, he corroborates it by " third " (I Y). 

As for ^ [321, 720], its I is converted from a ; , and 
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its J is a ^5 , because it is from the crude- form of ^o: \ 

meaning oou> / collected, except that its c is trans^ 
formed, and its J preserved. The general rule is that 
the J should be transformed, and the c sounded true, as 
^ys [683, 684 (condition 10, a, a, y)] and ^ [689, 
713]; but SLslj is co-ordinated, in anomalousness, with 
ibl^ [above] and abli [684 (condition 10, b)]. And, as 
for ^b [above], the [fold or] nightly resting-place of 
camels, [sheep, or goats (Jh),] it is from ooy / abode* 
Similarly, if the ^ and ^5 be followed by the [insepar- 

able] is of femininization [below], as in is^Uuo and JbUu* 

[266, 683 (case 1, d)], then being considered not quasi-- 
final, but quasi -medial, because the is of femininization 
is [permanently] attached to the word, they are not 
converted into Hamza (Jrb). Since the ^ and ^ 's being 
mobile and preceded by a letter pronounced with Fath 
is a weak cause for their conversion [703], and, above 
all, when an I separates them from the Fatha, it is pre- 
vented from taking effect by the occurrence of an 
inseparable letter after the ^ and ^ , because their con- 
version into t is produced not only by the cause, but 
also by their being final [above], since the final is the 
seat of alteration. That letter is (1) the a of femininiza- 
tion [above], when inseparable from the word [683 
(case 1, d)~\, as in S^Utt choice part and &A.$3 [266, 721] \ 
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(2) the I of dualization, when inseparable, as iu ^jbUu 
[228, 230, 683 (case 1, /), 721], since *Lo for the sing. 

6 x x x 

does not occur ; (3) the non-dualistic t and ^ , as in <jf jte 

G x x x O ^ x x O ° x 

and ^QL*; , on the measure of ^LciLw [390], from .y& 
and ^^ : whereas, (a) if the S be separable, which is (a) 
the * distinguishing the /em. from the masc. in eps. 

G — G x O »Gx 

[265], as «*UL, [682, 683 (case 1, e)] and s*f ^ , because 
they say %\JL» [282] and fcK£ grreai raider, and (6) the 

regular * of wn. [336], as in S^U^wl a drawing of water 

S >«, x o 

and S^Uiauol a choice, an election, or, (b) if the I of 
dualization be separable, as in ^ULlTand ^U\Oj [230, 

x x x 

683 (case 1, /)], the ^ and ^5 are converted, because 

G .* x "■ G ' x x 

quasi-final. And the reason why StLJax or xjUsa [266, 

~ xx G<- xx —xx Ox x x 

683 (case l,e), 721], SsUri or iL>lx& , and SeiLo or ib^Lo , 
with Hamza or & , are allowable, although in them also 

G ^x o G -~x © 

the 5 denotes unity, as in SsUu^l and b'tUis^l [above], 
is only that, in the inf. n. [336], the 5 of un. is regular, 
frequent, so that its adventitiousness is obvious ; con- 
trary to the concrete n. [3], where those [specimens] 
whose n. un> is distinguished from their generic n. by 
the * [254, 265] are rare, whether they be [denotative 

Ox©' G x C» 

of] created things, like S~p and '&sJju , or [of] others^ 

S/ / G <- x 

like LUL* and &jlJ [254] : so that, in the three ns. [under 
discussion], Hamza is allowable from regard to the 

176a 
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separability of the * , since %Xlz, [721], %\Jb.& , and fciC^ 
are said for the generic n. ; while ^ is allowable, because 
the « [in the concrete n.], being generally inseparable, 
since, as we said, it is not regular, becomes like the * of 
syJL£ and 8bl$j [229, 266]. And ; since the s of wn. in 

the concrete n. is quasi-inseparable, XjhjJlS and *;?*£ 

°-" ° ^ 

are allowable, although the generic n. is ^jJ^ and <js.c 

[721]. But [the inf. ns.] s^lLi and ^Ui are not like 
[the concrete ns.] KjUait and ^LJa^ [above], since s ^liuo 
does not denote the individual, and %\3.& the genus ; 
nay, the n. un. would by rule be syuoa misery [336] : 
so that * ^Uux- is not oWgr. % Uuo augmented by the * ; 

G • " 

and for this reason the ^ is permanent, as s^U^ , not 
^Li [266]. The reason why the occurrence of an 
inseparable letter [after the ^ and ^ ] prevents conver- 
sion in the ca£. of ?£Ul& [above] and autyi* 6^m^ ashamed 
[below], and in the cat, of S^a+s [719, 721], but not 
in the cat. of <jLsy£ and iuy£ [685, 686, 724], <j^i and 
*Jl*i , respectively, with Kasr of the £ , even if we hold 
the I [and ^ ] and the » in them to be inseparable, is 
only that the cause of conversion is strong in the last 
[ca£.], not in the two first. And for the same reason 
you convert the letter [ y into & ], notwithstanding that 
it is separated from, the Kasra by a sound letter, in 
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such as Li ^ [724]. The Hamza in such co-ordinates as 
fcllifc and *TjL^ [248, 273, 385] is origr. I converted from 
the <5 added for co-ordination [683 (case 1)], as is proved 

by their fern, analogues, like abl^a [282] and sJ^a^ 
yhort, fat (IY on §. 683), fleshy, whether tall or short 

KF, MAR)], where, the » being inseparable, as in iuLi* 

G — . • o 

[above], the ^5 is not converted, contrary to ^b^ 
female chameleon (R)« 

§. 724. The [final (Jrb)] ^ preceded by a letter 
pronounced with Kasr is [unavoidably (M)] converted 
(M, SH) into & (IY, SH), as ^J> and ^6 } [below], 
and ^lijf [685 (case 1, a), 719, 721] (SH) ; [and] as 
ib\L& [below] and jUa^u? ftena tn a valley (M), *Jjii» 
[362] from cy^Ls* / fon£, orig. sy^^c (BS). For the 
5 , in addition to being preceded by a letter pro- 
nounced with Kasr, is a J , while the J is weak as being 
at the end [719]; and, since they convert the g in the 

like of *wo pi. of jyS [685 (case 3, b, c, a), 713], and 

^Us and ^Lu [685 (cases 2, 3), 713], notwithstanding 
that the g is stronger than the J , much more should 
the J , which is weaker, be converted beeause of the 
Kasra before it (IY). The mobile ^ preceded by a letter 
pronounced with Kasr, being strengthened by the vowel, 
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is not converted into ,5 , except on [one of] two conditions, 
(1) that it be a J , because the final is the seat of altera- 
tion : (a) it is then converted into ^5 , whether it be in 

(a) a n., as ^UlM c*j!^ [713]; or (b) a v., act., like 
^>\ from dy*) [685 (case 1, a)], or pass., like ^^ ivas 
called [629] : and whether it (a) become virtually 

medial, through the occurrence of a subsequent letter 

s * ' 
inseparable from the word, as in ^Lsyi upon [the mea- 
sure of] J&jtl [685 (case 1, d), 686 (case 2, c, a), 723] 

60/ G • y 9 * * 

from +J& , and SUyit upon [the measure of] a-Ui [723] 
from the same, with inseparability of the * , as in *yoJ>* 
[385, 721] ; or (b) do not become [so], as in ab^Lc [265 
(oase 1, a, a), 685 (case 1, b)] : (b) Sy>ULo pZ. of ^y^ 
[685 (case 1, b, c)] is anomalous, being treated as sound 
for conformity to ^ytf* : ( c ) *^ e y sa y ^5^^ [overtop- 
ping peak oj a mountain (MAR)], with ^ , lest the 

J • O 9 s O 

rare 8 JLii be confounded with the frequent &aJju , as 
* * * ** >» 

fcJU [385], ^a3 [an aZZ. 5^. of R^ix (KF, MAR)], 
SLs-aj* [385], and the like : (d) if you contract ^^ 

* 9 . * o * <r o 9 

[above] and ^yt ivas raided, you say ^s and &yt , as 
you say jJU for |Jx [482, 685 (case 7, b, &, y)], and 
jrfOA for ^o^ was pressed, squeezed ; and the ^5 is not 
restored to its 0. /. of ^ , notwithstanding the removal 
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of the Kasra in contraction, because its removal is acci- 
dental : (e) they say \y±>°) They were pleased and \jjjh 
They were raided, taking the supplied Kasra into 
account as respects conversion of the ^ into & , but not 
as respects retention of the Damma on the ^ : whereas, 

9 s 

if they took it into account in every respect, \yoy and 
Kyi would be said, because Damma on the ^ is deemed 
heavy after Kasra ; and then the ^ 's being affixed to 

the contracted ^>s and ^^£ would not be plain : (2) 
that it be an c in a n. made conformable to something 

else, as in *Lo [above], and ^Lo and yob, [685 (case 3, 
a, b)], as before explained [713]. As for the mobile ^ 
preceded by a letter pronounced with Damm, (1) if it do 
not occur as a J , then, (a) if it be not pronounced with 

9 • ' Q * ' 9 9 9 9 x 

Kasr, as J.LJ0 and SUxt [713], and ^j^pL of ^L^ [246], 
it is not converted into ^ , because it is strengthened by 
the vowel, and is also medial ; (b) if it be pronounced with 

x 9 

Kasr, as in juu [436], its predicament has been explained 
[706] : (2) if it occur as a J , then, (a) if Fath be insep- 
arable from it, the <5 is converted into ^ on account of 
the preceding letter's being pronounced with Damm, 
because the final is the seat of alteration ; while, through 
the inseparability of Fath, a 5 preceded by a letter pro- 
nounced with Damm is not deemed heavy at the end, 

* 9 

as it is not so deemed in ye [161, 721] : that is [found] 
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* \ .+ So') 9 ***'*'' 

ill (a) the i\, as <X^ J^J| ^ Most excellent in shooting 
is the man, Zaid ! [468, 686 (case 2, a), 721] from **\ : 
( a ) if you contract [ JJti by eliding] the Damma of the 
g , the ^ is not altered, because the contraction is acci- 
dental, as cM*yT ^c ; , like SJb for JLi> [368, 476] : (b) 
the n., but only when the ^ is followed by an inseparable 
aug. necessitating Fath of what is before it, [i, e., of the 

9 • 9 o f> 

2 , ] like [the I and <j in] ^l^o, t on the measure of 
^Cssu* I [a kind of tree (KF, MAR)] from ^ , where 
. is not deemed heavy, as it is not so deemed in ^L&x 
and JiyoJiS and i^dJsCs [389, 390, 399, 721], because 
the . is, as it were, not a J : and like [the * in] iy/s on 
the measure of &A.*i from ^o^ , when the * is inseparable 
[686 (case 2, b)] ; whereas, if it be not inseparable, you 
say jLuoT and ^ [686 (case 2, c, a)], by conversion of the 
Damma into Kasra [721] : (oc) the reason why Kasra is 
inseparable from the letter followed immediately by the 
^5 in such as <J^.yb with Kasr of the ^ , [orig. jCj t ylo ] 

on the measure of ^^*i with Damm of the £ , from ^Jb 
[hungered (MAR)], and fyhjo , [ong. teykso ] on the 
measure of SU.*** [362], from the same, is only that, the 
last • of such as yi being always converted into & [685 
(case 1, a, a), 728], the tf of ^C^h [or g^& ] cannot 
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possibly be converted into ^ : (b) if Fath be not insepar- 
able from it, as in ^Jl&jlS] rivalry, competition and 
^CjLM disputing, one with another, the Damma is con- 
verted into Kasra [700] ; and not the & into ^ , because 
the heaviest of the unsound letters, i. e. 5 , preceded by 
the heaviest of the vowels, i. e. Damma, is deemed too 
heavy to be a seat of inflection : (a) as for Jl=*J| ^ , 
aor. ^^-o , i. q. {S ^j , aor. (5 ^o , meaning [The man] 
became handsome, its [original] ^ , notwithstanding its 
being a seat of inflection [in the aor.], is converted into 
2 because of what we have mentioned (R), [i. e.] on 
account of the Damma [in J*i ], because in vs. the 
formations are observed, never confused one with another, 
since the quality of v. comes into existence only by 
means of the formation and measure [721] ; the o. f. of 
the v. being the inf. n. [331], which is a n., but, on being 
invaded by the measures, becomes a v. (R on the 
Preterite) : (&) similarly the Damma is converted into 
Kasra, when the ,5 that is the seat of inflection is 
doubled, as in ^^ on the measure of A+s [375, 730. A] 
from ^2 (R). But 2LU3 [acquiring for oneself, not for 
traffic ( Jh)] and [ Loo in] Luj ^ ^ | y$> He is the son 
of my paternal uncle, closely related [723] are anomalous 
(SH), by rule syj? and Ljj (Jrb) ; because you convert 
the ^ that is a J into & , notwithstanding its separation 
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from the preceding Kasra by the quiescent. The 
reason of that, besides its anomalousness, is that the - 
is a J , and the quiescent like the non-existent. 2jJ3 
[on this hypothesis] belongs to [the cat. of] the « , 
because you say v^Jo [2* acquired jor myself, not jor 
traffic (Jh)] : but it should rather be said to belong to 

v^ajuo , because its J is biform ; and hence (jUas [ JUj 
property acquired Jor oneself, not jor traffic (Jh, MAR)], 
with Damm of the <Jj (R). And [similarly] auu*o [246, 
257, 685] is from Lyo , aor. ^.aaoj ; and L03 [above] from 

2* y 

yjo nearness (IY). Tayyi convert the ^ in the cat. of 
gt&s and ^3 and ^ into I (SH), saying Lis and \lo 

and ( Ju [349, 482], because, deeming Kasra before the 
<5 to be heavy, they convert it into Fatha ; so that the 
<5 becomes converted into I (Jrb), as before explained 
[703]. This is a universal rule, according to them, 
whether the ,5 be orig. ^ , as in ^^ and ^$ [above] ; 
or not, as in ^ib (R). But that is peculiar to vs., to the 
exclusion of ns., like ^\JJ\ [16, 294, 7 20] (Jrb). 

§. 725. When the J of Jlii , with Fath of the o , 
is unsound, then, (l) if a ^ , it is preserved in the sub- 
stantive, as <5^<S [248, 272] ; and ep., as ^ccJ [fern, of 
jCf^ tipsy (MAZ, Sn)] : (a) they make no distinction 
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between the substantive and ep, in the cat, of the y 
f below] (A) : (b) its ^ is not converted into ^ , either 
in the substantive, as ^y^s [above], or ep., as \Sy^ 
Jem. of ^L,;^ lustjul, because the beginning and the end 
of the word are moderate [in weight] through [the 
lightness of] the Fatha and [the heaviness of] the y ; 
whereas, if the ^ were converted into ,* , both ends of 
the word would become light (R) : (2) if a ^ , it is pre- 
served in the ep., as Uy^ aud bj^o [686 (case 3, a)], /ems. 
of (jbyi* and (jLjJua ; and converted into ^ in the sub- 
stantive, as ^JS [686 (case 3)], \s]y^ > aQ d ^jci , to dis- 
tinguish the substantive from the ep. : (a) the substan- 
tive is selected fur this transformation, because, being 
lighter [than the ep., since the sense of the latter is 
composite (142, 313, 331) (Sn)], it is more tolerant of 
heaviness (A) : (b) as for the cat. of the ^ , moderation 
is intended in it : so that first [the excessive lightness 
of] the substantive, which is anterior to the ep., is 
moderated by conversion of its ^ into y ; and then the 
tp.> when it is reached, is left without conversion, for the 
sake of distinction (R) : (c) this change occurs in most 
cases (IM) : (d) IM says "in most cases" to exclude 
b^ [686 (case 3, a)], \SjlL , and \1L« , as he expressly 
states in the CK ; but the exclusion of these requires 
consideration [for reasons here assigned by A, identical 
with those given in §. 686], What IM mentions here 



177 a 



( 1600 ) 

and in the CK, is agreeable with the opinion of S, 
[Z, IH,] and most of the GG : I mean that, in the sub- 

stantive ^.xs , change of ^ into ^ is regular, and reten- 
tion of ^5 anomalous. But in the Tashil he reverses 
[the rule], saying that the substitution of ^ for the ^ 
[serving as the J ] of ^jlz , when a substantive, is 
anomalous. And, in one of his [other] compositions 
also, he says u One anomaly in transformation is the 
substitution of ^ for ^ in C5 -Ui , when a substantive, like 
iSyte Nashwti, [a district in Adhrabijan (Sn),] ^ytf 
[above], ^cyk* [with an undotted g and a ^ in the MSS, 
but not found by me in the KF or Msb or any other 
(work on lexicology) (Sn)], and ^ycj [above], the o. f. 
in them being &". Then he says "But most of the 
GG make this regular ; and, to the four [exs.] men- 
tionecl, they append ^^ [above], ^ytb [i. q <jLdLb 

(686, case 3, a) (Sn)], ^yi) , [so in the MSS, with yj , 
but not found by me iu the KF or elsewhere, what is in 
the KF being ^yd with the dotted £ , i. q. yd , i. e., what 
is not taken into account, whether speech or anything 
else, so that perhaps what is in the MSS is a mistrans- 
cription, though it is not noticed by the Glossators (Sn),] 

• ° y 

and <£+*£> [above], asserting that their o. /. is ^ r 
whereas, in my opinion, these last, [i. e,, &)j& and the 
three after it (Sn),] should rather be regarded ai 
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belonging to [the cat. of (Sn)] the ^ , in order to pre- 
clude multiplication of anomalies " (A) ; though this 
argument does not apply to " most of the GG ", because 
they do not profess that these four are anomalous (Sn)* 
And afterwards he says " One thing which makes it 
plain that the change of ^5 [in ^c^te and the three after 
it (Sn)] into ^ is anomalous, is the sounding [of the ^5 ] 
true in L* [above], Lxb , and Luuw ; for these three, 
which occur [with ^ ] according to the 0. J., and with 
avoidance of anomalousness, are more worthy of being 
considered regular". This is his language : but a criti- 
cism on his citation of these three as proofs has already 
been passed (A\ deducible from the criticism on their 
exclusion by his saying "in most cases" [above] (Sn). 
When the J of ^Xjls , with Datum of the ^J , is unsound, 
then, (1) if a ^5 , it is preserved in the substantive, as 
Lai a legal opinion ; and ep., as Lo^JLM fern, of ^di'Nf 
the most decisive (A), to be distinguished, say our 
Master and YH, from tyalil , as to which the differ- 
ence between the Hijazls and Tamimls will be men- 
tioned below, the 0. /. [of the J ] in the latter being , 
while in this it is <* (Sn) : (a) they make no distinction 
between the substantive and ep. in the ^Jjti belonging 
to the cat. of the ^ , as they make none in the JLxj 
belonging to the cat. of the ^ [above] (A) : (b) its J is 
not converted, in the substantive or cp. } because 
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moderateness [in weight] is produced in the word by 
the heaviness of the Damma at its beginning, and the 
lightness of the ^ at its end ; whereas, if the J were 
converted into ^ , both ends of the word would become 
heavy (R) : (2) if a ^ , it is preserved in the substantive, 

like ^jL [272], as ^J] &%&* !;bt [685 (case 6, e)] ; 

and converted into ^ in the ep., as XXXVII. 6. and 

^J| {jjjizJJ [685 (case 6)] : (a) as for the saying of the 

Hijazls <£ya3l\ [685 (case 6, c)], it is anomalous by rule, 
[though] chaste by usage, serving to notify the o. f. (A), 
i. e. . (Sn) ; while Tainlm say LyaJiJt [above], according 

to rule : (b) ^^JLssJ! the sweetest also is anomalous, accord- 
ing to all. The opinion adopted by I M is contrary to 
what is held by [S, Z, IH, and] the [other] Etymolo- 
gists, who say that the J of ^ai , when a ^ , is con- 
verted in the substantive, not in the ep. ; and make 

* 9 

^lys* anomalous [685 (case 6, f )] (A). As for the cat, 
of the . , a sort of heaviness is produced in it by 
Pamma's being at the beginning of the word, and ^ '$ 
being near the end ; while, in addition to alleviation, 
distinction between the substantive and ep. is intended : 
so that the ^ is converted into & in the substantive, not 
in the ep., because the substantive is anterior to the ep. t 
and [its excessive heaviness] is therefore moderated by 
conversion of its ^ into ^ ; and then, the ep., when it is 
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reached, is left without conversion for the sake of dis- 
tinction between them. And L^JJI [below], LA*J| , and 
CSJj\ , though ferns, of ^Vf [359], JJS'f , and 
Jajyr , the jJtil of superiority, are mentioned by S 
under the substantive ^^jti , since (5 i*iJ I /em, of J^i 3 t 
is, according to S, virtually a substantive, because, not 
berno 1 a qual. without the art., it is treated like a substan- 
tive, as before mentioned [718]. According to this, then, 

^ • 9 o - 

IH's making ^j-^iil [above] to be a substantive, and 

• 90^ + O 9 s 

\SyjA\ [685 (case 6, f)] and Lud&Ji [above], ferns, of 
v5vi2fl and v5 *ai5M , to be eps., requires consideration, 
because ^^aJLft also is /em. of (5 ^i*^l [above]. But, 
says S, they say &yaiS\ , [according to the o. f (S)] ; 
so that they do not convert its ^ into ^ , because with 
the ar£. it is sometimes an <?p. [356]. According to the 
opinion of S, then, <5;V*J! , and every fern, of the Jmil of 
superiority whose J is a ^ ,- should by rule have [its . 
converted into] ^ , because treated like a substantive : 
Sf says " I have not found S mention any ep. on [the 
measure of] v5 JLxi with Damm, whose J is a ^ , except 

what is used -with the art., as lojJl [above], LJjJf , and 
the like ; and these, according to S, are like substantives " 
(R). But [S adds that], when you say ^JL*i belonging 
to this cat. [whose J is a ^ ], it is pronounced according 
to the o. /., when it is an ep. ; being [then] & fortiori 
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pronounced according to the o. /., since they say i^o&lf , 
according to the o. /., though it is a substantive (S). 

" And", says Sf, "he means that t5 JL*i , when a scion 
of the * , is [to be pronounced] according to its o. /., 
when it is an ep., even if no ex. of that [ep.] on [the 

measure of] ^i*i be remembered from their speech,. 
because the rule is to make the thing accord with its 
o. f., unless it be plainly excluded from its o.f. } deviat- 
ing from its ca£." But, as for cS l*i , with Kasr of the 
o from the defective, its ^ is not converted into <5 , 
nor its & into . , whether it be a substantive or an ep., 
because Kasra is not so heavy as Damraa, nor so light 
as Fatha, but is intermediate between the two ; so that 
moderateness [in weight] is produced in it with the & 
and with the « ; while the real reason for converting the 

of JLjii with Fath, and the ^ of (5 -Ui with Damm, is 
quest of moderateness [in weight], not of distinction 
between the ep. and the substantive : do you not see 
that there is no distinction between them in the ^Xs.3 
pronounced with Fath of its ^i , when belonging to the 
cat. of the . , and the ^xi pronounced with Damm of 
its o > when belonging to the cat. of the ^ , since 
moderateness is produced in both ? But, as for exs. of 
XL , with Kasr of the o , belonging to the cat. of the 
, , and likewise of the & , they are scarce (K). 
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§. 725. When the final of the ultimate/}/. [18, 256] 
is a ^ preceded by Harnza, its sing, (l) contains an I 
(a) second, followed by (a) a Harnza, (cc) original, as 

in £l2Ti> from c;. Uc I preceded, outwent', ( B) converted, 

as in xa3 Li from o^i 7 ivished : (6) a ^ , as in ^Li from 

^^j^ I roasted : (b) third, followed by (a) a ^ , as in 

»:bt [281] and s^Lp [below]; (6) a ,* , as in au!^ fa 

Z/im A'im ZA^£ mes to the top of milk and broth (MAR)] 

• ^ ' 
and &jUu* [266] : (2) is not formed in any of these ways, 

whether its J be a Harnza, as in &Sa1i^ fauU [below] ; 

or be not, as in jLoL trial % affliction. The general rule 

in the [ultimate] pis. of all these sings, is that the two 

heavies 1 mean the ^ preceded by a letter pronounced 

with Kasr, and the Harnza must be alleviated, be- 
cause the measure is [heavy, as being] that of the ulti- 
mate pi. ; while these two heavies are at its end, which 
is the position of alleviation. They are alleviated by 
converting (1) the ^ into \ , and the Kasra before it 
into Fatha ; and (2) the Harnza into (5 . For, since 
the ^5 is allowably converted into I in such as << JjLo 
[below], notwithstanding that the letter before the & is 
not Harnza, it is reasonable that the conversion here 
should be necessary, because Harnza is heavy. And the 
Harnza is converted into tf , not ; , becauso the former 
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is lighter than the latter, and nearer to Hamza in out- 
let [732]. The reason why, in such as ^CU [230, 686], 
it is mostly converted into ^ , not & , is quest of modera- 
tion, because, & being approximate to ! , the insertion of 
a (5 between two I s would be [equivalent to] a combina- 
tion of three I s : so that a relief from the succession of 
likes is sought in ^ , notwithstanding its heaviness, (1) 
because the formation is light ; and (2) because the 
enclosure of the ^ by two I s in the du. is not permanent, 
since, the I of dualization [16, 228, 685] not being 
inseparable [from the n.], the ^ supervening on account 
of it is not permanent. But, as for the ultimate pL y the 
Hamza in it is not converted into ^ , (1) because the 
formation is heavy ; and (2) because the enclosure [of 
the Hamza] by two I s is permanent, so that the ^ would 
be permanent, if the Hamza were converted into it. In 
the pZ. of £jiX*> present, however, ^IdP occurs, for the 
sake of moderation, as in ^L^ ; but this is anomalous, 
except according to Akh [below], who considers it 
regular, as in <j^L*=» [above]. The general rule men- 
tioned is contravened in two cases, (1) when the sing. 
contains an I [second], followed by a Hamza, as in iuSLi 
from v^Uoor from o^co [above]; in which case the 
Hamza and & are left unaltered, as Js\y&J\ *i>y& These 
are the preceders or the wishers, for observance of the 
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sing, in the pi., as it is observed in such as ^'L^ and 

*" >• * 

^LLb. [248] : (2) when the smj. contains an ! third, 

followed by a ^ , [as in * jtef (above) and iyks, (266) ;] in 

which case the Harnza is converted, but into ^ , as ^ta J 

and ^5jSLc , not into ^ , [this contravention] also [being] 
for observance of the sing. [715]. And, according to 
this, in the pi. whose sing, contains an I second, followed 

by a j , like L»|^&£>7. of 3bjL& [above], the smj, ought to 
be observed, as ^j\y& [715] ; but, since it is orig. ^y& > 
and then the ^ after the I is converted into Hamza, as in 
Jol^l [683 (case 4), 715], because the I of the pi. is 
enclosed by two unsound letters, the Hamza is not after- 
wards converted [back] into ^ , lest this [conversion] be 
a reversion to what has been fled from ; so that here one 
returns from observance of the sing, to observance of 
conformity to the general rule, vid. conversion of the 
Hamza into ^ , as C\^l [715]. Similarly, [the general 
rule is observed] in the ^7. whose sing, (1) contains an I 

[third], followed by a & , like sJ:o and SbUL, [above] ; 

so that, if they were given this^Z., Ll;S and bU*l would 

be said : (a) ^ is more appropriate here for two reasons, 

observance of the sing., and conformity to the general 

rule : (2) does not contain an I followed by a Hamza, & , 

or j ; so that the Hamza [in the pi] is converted into 

17Sa 



( 1608 ) 
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^5 ^ a ^d the ^5 [after it] into t , as blh^ and Lib ,p?s. 

9>- • QG / ^.^ 

of SuAiaia. [below] and aLd^ [above] : (a) ^fd^o occurs in 
[the ph of] &* Jj& [above], as we have mentioned. This 
being established, know that (1) the 1 [third] in all these 
pis. is imported for plural ization [256], and is not 
[found] in the sing. : (2) the Hamza after the I in &\j£ 
pi. of &ajL^ [above], (a) from ^L& is the original 
[Hamza], which is [found] in the sing., [being the c of 

9 a 

the word] ; (b) from o£«£ is adventitious in the pi. 
[683 (case 4), 715], as in the sing. [683 (case 2), 708] : 
(3) the I [second] in the sing, of both is converted into 
^ [247, 686] in the pi. [ al^a ] ; and so is the I of ^L£ 
from ooyfc [above] in the jpZ., blyfc : (4) the ^ of the 
5%, [ 2L>jL& ], which is after the I [second], is converted 
into Hamza [in the pi], as in Jul ^1 [above] ; and then 
the Hamza [pronounced with Kasr] into & pronounced 

9 ^ 

with Fath, as we mentioned : (5) the I [third] in S^IJt is 
converted in the ^Z. into Hamza, as in JoLu^ [below]; 
and its • into ^ because [final and] preceded by a letter 
pronounced with Kasr [685 (ease 1, a), 724] ; and then 
the Hamza [pronounced with Kasr] into ; pronounced 

with Fath, [and the & into I , as ^til above] : (6) simi- 
larly, [mutatis mutandis,] in SbUu* , [as bliuw above] : 
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(7) the ,5 in '&$k±> [below] is converted into Hamza, 
according to S, as in v^LsLi [246, 683 (case 3), 717] : 
and, two Hatnzas being then combined, the second is 

converted into ^ [below] ; and the first into ^ pro- 

* * *> 
nounced with Fath, as in L^L? [above] and the like ; 

and the ^ after it into I [684, 719], because the ^ neces- 
sarily converted from Hamza is in the predicament of 
an original & , [which is converted into I when mobile 
and preceded by a letter pronounced with Fath ;] while 
the second Hamza here is necessarily converted into ^ 
[above], because final [60 1] : so that LAkb> is like Qjaa 
[below], the ^ , i. e. the last letter, of both being con- 
verted into I : (a) Khl [below] says that it is orig. 

;1 \r — with Hamza after the ^ that is [third] in the 
sing., [so that its measure is jL)l*i ]; but that the ^ is 
put into the position of the Hamza, and the Hamza into 
the position of the ^ , [so that its measure becomes 
^lii ] ; and afterwards the Hamza, which is the J of 
the word, is converted into ^ pronounced with Fath. so 
that its measure is [ ^1*3 > which, by conversion of the 
final 45 into I , becomes] ^J^x* [below] : (b) IH, there- 
fore, says " And hence Llhs. , according to the two 
sayings" [661], meaning that, according to [both] Khl 
and S [above], it belongs to the cat. of conversion of the 
single Hamza into a ^ pronounced with Fath (R on 
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Alleviation of the Hamza). When Hamza occurs after 
the ! of the pi. upon [the measure of (Tsr)] J^u* [18, 
256, 685], and that Hamza is adventitious in the pi. 
[below], and the J of the pi. is a Hamza, ^ , or ^ , then 
two operations are necessary, (1) conversion of the 
Kasra of the Hamza into Fatha : (2) conversion of the 
Hamza (a) into & in three cases, vid. when the J of the 
sing, is a Hamza, an original ^ , or a ^ converted into 
^5 ; and (b) into ^ in one case, vid. when the J of the 
sing, is a ^ apparent (Aud) in the expression, preserved 
from conversion into <5 : so that these are four cases, 
which need four cxs. [given below] (Tsr). When the 
Hamza is not adventitious in the pl\, [but is found in 

the sing, as an g (IY),] like the Hamza of eUV [248, 

708] and $\y* , pis. of *a5U» and $u5Lw , [which are] 

SLUli from *U* came, [orig. U^ ] and *>Lu# illtreated, 

vexed, [orig. Sy« ,] it is not converted (M), but remains 
in its o. f., [whether the Hamza found in the position of 
the c in the sing, be a subst. for a ^ or <5 , as in the two 
exs. just given by Z, or be original ;] so that, in the 

pi. of &oL=» , [fern.] act. part, from aJU ^U* bit it, 

and of SU5 Lx- [above] from * Li preceded, outwent, him, 

you say &7^ and &T^i [248, 708], like ^1^ #zV?s and 

<ji,Lx coverings [18], to distinguish the original Hamza, 
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existing in the sing., from the adventitious (IY). In 
order that such [a formation] as ^f^co pi. of SLoLi from 
vi?l Li or v^JL£ [above] may be excluded, IH prescribes, as 
a condition for conversion of the Hamza of the pi. into 
^ , and of its ^ into I , that the sing, should not be 
like that, i. e., should not have after its ! a Hamza 

followed by ,5 , [as iUSLi , like a I ~i, has]; since, if it 

were like that, the Hamza and ^ would be left in the 

pi. without conversion, in order that the pi. might 

** * * 
match its sing. : do you not observe them say ^U^ as 

pi. of C5 -U^ [248], (55^1 as pi of S^W [above], and & \y& as 
pi. of &aj Li [above], to make the pi. match the sing. ? 
S, however, [followed by Z and IHsh,] does not pre- 
scribe, as a condition for the conversion mentioned, that 
the sing, should not be like that, but that the Hamza in 
the pi. should be adventitious. If, then, it be said that, 

in the pi. of &u Li from v^^i [above], S is bound to say 
Gl^i , because the Hamza is adventitious [6 S3 (case 4), 
715], according to him, [in the^Z. &T^-i ,] as it is in the 
sing. [683 (case 2), 708], we say that, by its being 
"adventitious in the pi. " [above], he means [here] only 
that it is not a Hamza in the sing. : whereas the Hamza 
of alj-i from c^i is a Hamza in the sing, also ; so that, 
by this interpretation, it is not "adventitious in the pi." 
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(R on Transformation). The stipulation of adven* 
titiousness excludes [also] sueh as ^\Lj\ pi. of «K-Jl 
[658], where the Hamza, being found in the $ing. } 
because *! wo is &JL*a>j [366] from &j^ [658], is not altered 

in the p?. ( Aud) ; although LLJ f with change, anomal- 
ously, has been heard (Tsr). And the stipulation of 

unsoundness of the J excludes such as l-oSL^o [above], 
y3 Lsx.c , and J£ L*^ [below], in none of which also is the 
Hamza altered (Aud), although it is [adventitious] in 
the pi. (Tsr). Here [IHsh following] IM, according 
to the construction put upon his language by BD, 
includes Hamza among the unsound letters [697] ; but 
in the Tashtl IM differentiates them, [because he couples 
" Hamza" to the " unsound letter ", and coupling neces- 
sarily implies difference (Sn) :] and there are three 
sayings about the Hamza, (1) that it is a sound letter ; 
(2) that it is an unsound letter, which [opinion] is 
adopted by F ; (3) that it is a quasi-unsound letter (A). 
The ex. of the [first] case [specified above by IHsh]. 

where the J is a Hamza, is QjaL [661, 708] (Aud), pi. 

of lL.hL [above], sUUxi from iLL committing a fault 

(Tsr) : [for] it is orig. ^Uai* with a ^ pronounced with 

Kasr, which is the tf of *Lkb> ; and followed by a 
Hamza, which is its J : then (1) the & [pronounced 
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with Kasr (Tsr)] is changed into Hatnza, as in lj£Ia-o 
[above] ; so that the word becomes ^S Ua^ with two 
Hamzas, [the first substituted for the ^ , and the second 
the J of the word (Tsr)] : then (2) the second Hamza is 
changed into & , because final Hamza after Hamza is 
changed into ^5 , even if it be not after a [Hamza (Tsr)] 
pronounced with Kasr [661], and a fortiori after a 
[Hamza (Tsr)] pronounced with Kasr ; [so that the 
word becomes ^Ihs*] : then (3) the Kasra of the first 
[Hamza (Tsr)] is converted into Fatha for alleviation, 
since they sometimes do that where the J is sound, as 
in ^JljLo [above] and ^ItXx for^lJuo and ^dS [248, 256], 
as *>J| ^IJulJU \&Jte pjtj L 5 4 J an< i 

• 90 ^ * o • s Q ' o f y > ~ • * 

• * J fi^> • >■ ** o -o £ X 

[which also is (Tsr) by Imra alKais (MN, Tsr), The 
plaits ivhereof are piled up on high, the hair-pins being 
lost in hair coiled and loosened (MN)] ; and a fortiori 
here (Aud), where the J is unsound, because [ ^5 
preceded by] Kasra is heavy (Tsr) ; [so that the word 
becomes ^Uai* ] : then (4) the ^5 is converted into I 
[684, 719], because mobile and preceded by a letter 
pronounced with Fath ; so that the w T ord becomes I * TuC 9 
with two I s, having a Hamza between them : and then, 
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(5) since Hamza resembles I , [because it is from the 
same outlet (Tsr)J three I s seem to be combined ; and, 
[that being disliked (Tsr),] the Hamza is therefore 
changed into & , [not into ^ , because ^ is lighter than 
it (Tsr)] ; so that the word becomes ClLb> after five 
operations (Aud). This is the opinion of S and the 
majority of the BB [below]. Khl, however, holds that 
in this [case, where the J is a Hamza,] the letter of 
prolongation [third] in the sing, is not changed into 
Hamza [in the pl.~\> lest a combination of two Hamzas 
ensue ; but is transposed by putting the Hamza before 
the <5 , so that the word becomes ^SUa^ [661]; and 
then what has been mentioned [in operations 3—5] 
above, as to converting the Kasra into Fatha, then the 
^ into t , and then the Hamza into & , is done here. 
But it is objected that they sometimes pronounce the 

pi according to the o.f., since #J] jiM f$h\ [661], 
with two Hamzas, has been heard in their speech ; 
whereas, if it were [formed] as Khl says, no second 
Hamza would be there at all (Tsr). The ex. of the 
[second] case, where the J is an original & , is IjLIs 
[pZ. of &y<iS decision (Tsr)] : [for] it is orig. ^Uks with 
two (5 s, the first the & of *-L*i , and the second the J 
of eU*aS : then (1) the first [ & (Tsr)] is changed into 
Hamza, as in ^X^o [above] (And) ; so that the word 
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becomes J^s-'i (Tsr) : then (2) the Kasra of the Harnza 
is converted into Fatha (Aud) ; so that it becomes 
^sLsi (Tsr) : then (3) the ^ is converted into I (Aud) ; 
so that it becomes ULks (Tsr) : and then (4) the Hamza 
[intermediate between the two I s (Tsr)] is converted 
into <5 , [for a return to its o. /. (Tsr)]; so that. the 
word becomes bleu* after four operations. The ex. of 
the [third] case, where the J is a ^ converted into ^ in 
the sing., is iUk* [saddle-camel (Tsr)] : for it is orig w 

S^Ja^o , [being] aJLuii from Lk>s meaning bach (Aud), or 
from Sue i. q. j^o , as vaJ f ^ jv^j c^Jtix / made them 

y o ' * 

extend the journey, i. e., ^ jjuo (Tsr) ; but the ^ is 
changed into ^ , and the [preceding] & then incor- 
porated into it, on the principle of the change and 

incorporation in j>*jy* and ^*jyc , for which <X*^ and o^ye 
[685 (case 7, a, a), 716, 747] are said : and its pi. is 
LUsjc [661, 708], orig. ^lla* [with a ^ pronounced with 
Kasr before the ^ (Tsr)] ; where (1) the^ is converted into 
^5 , because final after Kasra, as in ^uJI and ^ijJf 
[685 (case 1, a), 724] (Aud) ; so that it becomes ^Ik* 
(Tsr) : then (2) the first & is converted into Hamza, 

as in »uiSLs^o [above] (Aud) ; so that it becomes ^Ux* 

(Tsr) : then (3) the Kasra is changed into Fatha (Aud) ; 

179 a 
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so that it becomes ^jsliw (Tsr) : then (4) the ^ [is 
changed (Tsr)] into I ; [so that it becomes UULo ] : and 
then (5) the Hamza [intermediate between the two I s is 
changed (Tsr)] into ^ ; so that it becomes UUa* after 
five operations. The ex. of the [fourth] case, where the 
J is a j [apparent (Tsr),] preserved in the sing., is * jLa> 
]big stick (Tsr)], pi. \SjfJ* : for (1) we convert the I of 
SjLjfi in the pi. into Hamza, as in J£ L^ pi of &JL*> [246, 
683 (case 3, a-d), 717] (Aud) ; so that it becomes ^Sfyo 
(Tsr) : then (2) we change the ^ into ^ , because final 
after Kasra [685 (case 1, a), 724] (Aud) ; so that it 
becomes ^tyo (Tsr) : then (3) we convert the Kasra 

into Fatha (Aud); so that it becomes ^lyc (Tsr): 
then (4) the ^ is converted into I (Aud), because mobile 
and preceded by a letter pronounced with Fath [684, 
719]; so that it becomes Utyo with a Hamza between 
two I s (Tsr) : and then (5) we convert the Hamza into 
. , [in order that the pi. may be conformable to the sing. 
(Tsr);] so that it becomes ^jly > [which result] also 
[is reached] after five operations (Aud). As for [ b I Jsi 

pl. of MiXi m] Ll&xJf^ LlJdLJL UajL <j^U Such a one 
comes to us in the mornings and evenings^ Jj in the Com- 
mentary on the Tahmilat [allddh by F (Hkh)] and ISd 
in the Exposition of the verses of the Jumal [by Zji 
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(Hkh)] say that & occurs in it only in order that it* 
may be akin to LLL& [pi. of SU-Scc. (KF)]. But the right 
[view] is that what is done [here] for conformity is only 
to give MJ^ the pi. LftX£ , to which it is not entitled, 
[its measure being &JLxi , which does not take the pi. 
J£l*i ,] contrary to ^uix , which is like &y£i> [above} 
and lUsCy [testament, precept, pi. Lloj (MAZ)]; whereas, 
after receiving this pi., it is entitled to & , which is 
substituted for the Hamza of JoU$ [246], not for the J 

9 ' • 9 ^ ^ 

of SlJcc , which is y , because its pi. is i^tX^ , like 

^Jwo , £>£. yyl^i-o [719]. For, since they give SfiXc ajp£. 
on [the measure of] JjfCli for affinity [to CLix.], whiles 
every jpZ. on [the measure of] Jobb , whose J is a Hamza 
or ^ , or a ^ not preserved in the sing., is entitled to 
have (5 substituted for its Hamza, like LI hL [above] r 
LLo^ , and LUa* , they do that in LtJx , because the • 
of »|«\i is not preserved. If you say "Assume LtjLc 

O C 9 

to be pi. of S^Jx [286] : then their language is correct, 
because, the ^ being preserved in the sing., the regular 
form would be ^SS , like &$** pi* of a^lyo [above]", 
I say " This is forbidden by two considerations, (I) that, 

9 > • 

since they say only that it is pi. of StiXi , I cannot put 
upon their language a construction contrary to what 
they expressly state ; (2) that, when a matter admits of 
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two alternatives, attribution of the predicament to 
affinity, and its attribution to a matter requisite in 
the word itself, the second must be adopted." IAmb 
asserts that LjIj^ is not said for affinity at all, since it 
is pi. of faiXL , not of SliXc ; and, as evidence for the 

OS ' 

existence of kjJl& , he cites the saying 



a ■& ©^ , a 



IVcw, %vould that my share of visiting Mayya ivere in, 
mornings of summer or evenings of ivinters f : but there 
is no evidence in this, because ^LtXi may be allowable 

a s og • 

only for affinity to v^>Lut£ , not because &>iX£ is said 
(BS). Three sorts of anomaly occur in this cat. : — (1) 
sounding the Hamza true after the I , as 

[by 'Ubaida Ibn AlHarith Ibn <Abd AlMuttalib- 
alKurashi alMuttalibi, son of the Prophet's paternal 
uncle, Then our feet ceased not to be steadfast in our 
post in the battle, the feet of the three of us, meaning 
himself and 'All and Hamza, until they were made to 
visit the fates, i. e., death (MN)], by rule UUl , but 
pronounced according to the o. f [by poetic license 
(MN)] : (2) sounding it, and the Hamza after it, which 
is a J , true, as #J\ Urf ^i\ [above], with two 

Hamzas, by rule JM*± ; and this is more anomalous 
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than the preceding : (3) changing the letter after the f 
into a letter not required by rule, as ^0^ pi. of SuiXsa 

[above], by rule £\&£ (Tsr). Akh [above] holds (CjltX* 
to be regular : but this [opinion] is weak, [and Dm says 
that no reason for it is apparent (Sn),] since this word 
is the only instance of it that has been transmitted. 
The opinion of the KK is that all these ph. [mentioned 
above as exs. of the four cases] are on the measure of 
Jilx* [272] (A), where the letter after the f of the pi. is 
the J of the word, and the [final] f is for femininization 

(Sn) : the ^ being sounded true in &$]» , as ia the 

sing. ; and transformed [into ^ ] in LliLe , as in the 

sing. ; while [ LLd3* or] Ltju* is [also] on the measure 
of the o. f. (A), i. e., matches the sing., its J being 
sounded true, like the J of the sing. (Sn) ; and, as for 

^ s -" # OS • 

LUa~» , it comes from aUk^ [658], with change and 
incorporation, on the measure of Xj &£> (A), LAla^ also, 
according to this, being on the measure of the o. f, 9 like 
vf;^ [above], blLx> , and [ LUaS or] LtcXtf (Sn). But 
the BB [above] hold that they are [on the measure of 
(KI Amb)] Jo Ixi , [which is the opinion adopted by IM 
(Sn),] in order to make the, unsound [in the J ], [like 

^ * *■ Sfi / 

ul<X* ph of 2bc\£ (Sn),] conform to the sound (A), like 
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i-d3l^\.^ pi. of Raa^ud (Sn). And the correctness of 
their opinion is proved by the saying 

[above]. As for the report [transmitted] from Khl r 
that the measure of LLk^ is ^lij [above], it is not liker 
the saying of the KK, because the [final] I > according 
to them, is [an aug. put (Sn)] for feminization, [the 
aug. soft letter in the sing, being elided in the pi., to 
avoid the concurrence of two quiescents (Sn)] ; but,, 
according to him, is a subst. for the postpos. letter of 
prolongation (A), i. e., for that [ <5 ] which becomes 
posterior [to the J ] in the pi. after being prior [to it} 
in the sing., vid. the letter of prolongation converted 
into Hamza in J^SUi [246, 683 (case 3), 717] (Sn). 

§. 727. Every (M) [final] 5 occurring fourth or 
upwards is converted into ^ [685 (case 4)], when the 
letter before it is not pronounced with Damm [below] 
(M, SH), whether that letter be pronounced with Fath 
[below] or Kasr [685 (case 1), 724] (Jrb), as (1) vLIpJ 
[685] (M, SH), vLJ)ll [685 (case 4, b)], sill] I hoped, 
ou^^i I hoped (M) and ooJ6' 1 was equipped for raid- 
ing (SH), iLi)US [685 (case 4, b)] (IY), sL12y-Lj / 
demanded a bribe (M) and vs*jyuc«J [685] (SH); and 
their aors. [in most cases] (M) : (a) every v, whose prel\ 



( 1621 ) 

is of four or more letters, except Jutis , Jl^Uj , and 

* ** O • X 

JJjlw , has the penultimate of its aor. pronounced with 
Kasr [404] ; so that its J , when a ^ , is converted into^ 
[685 (case 1, a), 724], because final and preceded by a 
letter pronounced with Kasr, as ^yu and^yLXwo : and 
they make thepret. accord with the aor. } saying ooyil 
and o^yi^l : (b) similarly they convert the ^ into & 
in [the pret. of] J^tiJ and Jl^Uj , as coJu and c^ Ixf , 

because Julw and Jl& Uj are quasi-pass, of Jkii and J^c Li 
[486, 487] ; so that, since the ^ is converted into & in 
the o. /., it remains so after prefixion of the o of quasi- 

passivity (Jrb) : (2) a L>yb and ^ll^ [719] (M, SH) 

and ,jIjLco [685 (case 4, c)], in the aors. of ^yc and 

^oj and |l* : (3) ^U^io' [229, 626, 629] (M), du. of 
^^Lo [327] (IY) ; ^Lak^a* [cfo. of (5 a1xojo chosen, elect] ; 
^Uijuo [dw. of (5 Jjl« ] (M), pass. jpar£. of ^JU raised, 
aor. ^-Lju (IY) ; and [similarly (IY)] ^Llrjilj [du. of 

^JOwj (327)] (M) : contrary to ^xju and JjZ [404, 
719-721] (SH), where the ; , though fourth, is not 
converted into tf , because the letter before it is pro- 
nounced with Damm (Jrb). The final ^ fourth or 
upwards, preceded by a letter pronounced with Fath 
[above], is converted into ^ on two conditions, (1) that 
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its conversion into I be not allowable because of (a) 
quiescence of the ^ [684 (condition 1), 719], as in ooC^I 
and v^oyLA^j [above] ; (b) ambiguity [684 (condition 6, 
g, a), 719], as in ^bJb and ^L^o [above], and ^UAxJ 

[dw. of^p^l higher']: (a) that is because, their object 
being alleviation, the ^ , so long as its conversion into f 
continues to be possible for them, is not converted into 
,5 , since I is lighter : (2) that it be not followed by an 
inseparable letter, making it virtually medial, as in 
&)£&* [228, 229, 721]. The ; mentioned is converted 
into ^5 , (1) because it occurs in a place to which lightness 
is suitable, since it is fourth [or upwards] and final ; 

while extreme alleviation 1 mean its conversion into 

| is impracticable, as we have mentioned [in the 

first condition] ; so that it is converted into a letter 
lighter than • , vid. & : (2) as is said [by IHsh in the 
Commentary on the IM (MAR)], because it is converted 
into *$ in some variations [685 (case 4, a), as v^oyi! and 
^o\U [above], the aor. of which is &y.\ and ^U| : 
(a) as for 4o Jtf and vs^Us [above], although the ^ is 
not converted into & in their aors., as <£j*2\ and 
\\ju I , still they are derivs. of «-o^c I equipped jor 
raiding and oo)U [above], the ^ of which is converted 
into tf [685 (case 4, b)] (R) : (b) Akh says that, since 
they say tf t&J in the aor. [of 1 1* ], pronouncing [the s ] 
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with Fath [482, 685 (case 4, c)], it resembles tha 
aor. whose pret. is Joti with Kasr, because the normal 
pret. of JolL is JuJ [482] ; and therefore it is treated 
like [the aor. of] ^^ [above] and ^L& was wretched, 
»o that they say jLjUj [above], as they say <jUusw> 
and ^LliiS (IY) : (c) this reason [ascribed to IHsh] is 
weak, as you see, since (a) it does not apply to ^llic ! 
[above] ; (6) if conversion of the ^ into ^ in the pret. were 
necessitated by its conversion in the aor., much more 
would it be necessitated by conversion in the pret. itself, 

and ooyc [for wyy& ] ought to be said because of their 
saying ^^i [626, &29, 632, 724] ; (c) the aor. is a cteW?;. 
of the pre£. in form [404], then how has the case 
been reversed ? (R). By saying " when the letter 
before it is not pronounced with Damin " [above], Z 
[followed by IH] guards against^ such vs. as *yL> and 

^xjo [above], and ns. as s y? J> [283, 385] and Hyy& [248] 
(IY). [Z and] IH ought to say "when the letter 
before it is not pronounced with Damm, and its conver- 
sion into t is not allowable " in order to exclude such 
as (tfy^l i?e equipped for raiding. Nor is the saying 
" when the letter before it is not pronounced with 
Damm " [to be taken] without restriction ; but the 

condition is that the letter before it should not be 

180 a 
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pronounced with Damm in the v., as y^ju [above] : 
whereas in the n. the ^ is converted into & , [notwith- 
standing that the letter before it is pronounced with 
Damm,] as Jo! and \Uu [721]; [while in Sy>o and *y>\-£ 
conversion is prevented not, as IY makes out, by the 
Damma before the 5 , but by the * after it, which is 
inseparable, so that conversion is barred by the second 
of the two conditions mentioned above]. And, in place 
of saying " when the letter before it is not pronounced 
with Damm ", [Z and] IH should rather say " when 
the letter before it is pronounced with Fath ", [Kasr 
having been provided for in §. 724] (R). 

§. 728. The cat. of ^y and ^ys is [treated as] 
sound [in the c , which, though mobile and preceded by 
^ letter pronounced with Fath, is not converted into I 
(Jrb)], because of the two transformations (SH). For 
in {$£ [729, 730. A], the g and J of which are ^ s, the 
[second] ^ is unavoidably converted into ^ [685 (case 
1, a)] ; so that, if the first were converted into f , two 
transformations would be combined in a. tril., which is 
not allowable : while in <Jy& fell down [302, 713] you 
transform the J by converting it into ! [684, 719] ; so 
that you have no means of transforming the g , from 
fear of two transformations (R). And the cat. of &y$o 
[302, 703, 713, 724] and ^L [697, 698, 703] (SH), 
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notwithstanding that two transformations would not be 
combined in it, if they converted the c into I , is also 
[treated as] sound (Jrb), because it is subordinate to [the 
cat. of (MASH)] ^ [above] (SH) : for JoJ with Path 
of the £ [482] is the principal [form of unaugraented triL 
pretty because of its lightness and frequency ; and, since 
the £ is sounded true in the principal, it is sounded true 
in the subordinate (Jrb). Or [their omission to trans- 
form the £ in three of the vs. mentioned, vid. those 
which are on the measure of Joii with Kasr of the c , is 
(R)] because [every hollow v. of the conjug. of Jkxi , 
whose g is converted into I in the pret., has its c con- 
verted in the aor., as oli* , aor. milieu , and ^,\s> , aor. 
v^Lg-; : so that, if they said ^U , <^Ub , and^U* in the 
pret., then (R)] ^Ub , ^Uaj , and ^l^o would have to 
be said (SHj in the aor. ; whereas, in the aor., Damm 
of the J , when a & , is eschewed [720], even with 
quiescence of the letter before it, contrary to the n., aa 
{S jJo and <^l [720] and ^1^ [723], because the v. is 

heavy. And the like may be said of ^ya also, because 

* * + 
every hollow [v.] of the conjug. of Juti , whose c is made 

quiescent by conversion into I [in the pret.], must have 
the g of its aor. made quiescent, the vowel thereof being 
transferred to the preceding letter, as JlJ , aor. dUb*, 
and gtS , aor. *^o [697, 703] ; and it would [thereforej 
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be necessary to say {S ^ t for the aor. of ^ua ; whereas a 
double ^5 [below] does not occur at the end of the aof> 
t?., because the final is the seat of inflection, while the 
t>. is heavy ; though that is allowable in the n n because 
it is light, as ^L [697, 698]. Or their omission to 
transform the £ of ^yia and ^^ [729] may, as before 
mentioned [703], be accounted for by the fact that 
transformation of their J , which, if the letter before it 
were pronounced with Fath, would be worthier of trans- " 
formation, because it is the final of the word [703, 719], 
is prevented [by the preceding Kasra]. And, in the n., 
they say hU^ [684 (condition 10, b, c), 730. A], Sl^S 

[300], and Sly date-stone: while JuU and ^U [684 ' 
(condition 10, b), 723], 5ul^ and ^1^ [723], and jbl and 
^1 [683 (case 1, c, &), 684 (condition 10 b, a, y, h-d) $ 
723] are anomalous, by rule [e. g.] Sl^i or 8Le , more 
properly the former, because the ca£. of oo^Jb is more 
numerous than that of ^^ [698]. We call that [con- 
version of the first of the two unsound letters into I ] 
anomalous, because conversion of the last, as in &y& 
[above] and ^y [697], is more appropriate. Fr and . 
many of the Ancients say of aL> I that it is quiescent in . 
the c , the o. f. being &j I and ^ I ; but that the quies- 
cent c is converted into ! , because of the Fath of the 
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ktter before it, as in J2lb and UU [684, 703] and <j\1 

[pl. of abU a thicket (MAR)], which [conversion] is 
more appropriate here, because of the combination of 
two ^5 s : while Ks says that it is orig. aLo I , on the 
measure of *JUli ; but that they dislike the combination 
of two <5 s, the first of which is pronounced with Kasr ; 
So that the first is elided. But, according to all [three] 
accounts, 5b I is not free from anomalousness in conver- 
sion or elision. And it is possible to account for ab Li 

[above], SbU [684 (condition 10, b, a, a), 723], and abK 
in the [last] two ways (R). Incorporation is frequent 
in the cat. of ^a^ [731], because of the [combination of 

(Jrb)] two likes (SH), as ^L [730. A, 747] : but some 
do not incorporate, because analogy requires what is 
incorporated in the pret. to be incorporated in the aor. ; 
bo that the [double] ^ [above] would have to be 

vocalized with Damm (Jrb), [as] ^ [above], aor. ^xj 
[below] (KF). S says " Incorporation is more frequent ; 
but the other [method] is [good] Arabic, frequent " (R) # 
Most of them incorporate [the £ into the J when the J is 

fix C5 ^ 

mobile (IY)], saying ~» and _* with Fath or Kasr of 
the lJ [below], as ^ or ^ is said for the pl. of ^J | 
[716] (M). Incorporation is more frequent because 
the combination of two mobile likes is deemed heavy. 
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But, for allowability of incorporation in such [a forma- 
tion], i. e., where the two unsound letters are mobile, it 
is stipulated that the vowel of the second be inseparable 
[731], as ^ he lived, du. Lls* , pi. y*>s> , and ^>jw^ she 
lived, du. \1L> (R). The Kur has JuL ^ ^L ^ Ll^o^ 
VIII. 44. And he that should live might live after a 
manifest sign ; and (M) the poet (R) ' Abid (M), [or] 
Ibn Mufarrigh (Jh on (5 ^. ), says 



(M, R), cited by As (IY), They boggled over their busi* 
ness, as the ostrich, or, in the version of the [S,] Jh, 
[and M], &* L^J I the pigeon boggled over her egg, when 
she put for it tivo ttvigs of the tree called nasham, of 
tohich bows are made, and another of the weak plant 
called panic-grass (MAR). If the vowel of the second 
[unsound letter] be [imported] on account of an adven- 
titious, [and] separable, letter, incorporation is not used, 
as in [the fern.] SUj^uo quickening and [the du.] ^Lx^ua 
quickened, where the vowel is [imported] on account of 
the S in the ep. [below] and of the I in the du. [228], 
both of which letters are adventitious, [and] separable 
from the word : and similarly with the inflectional vowels 
[16, 404], as Jspf ^4 & LXXV. 40. [551] and 
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Uajw v^oU / saw a ^m [248]. But, if the vowel be 
naturally inseparable, as in {S ^. [or ^ (Jh, KF)], or 
be [imported] on account of an adventitious, [but] 
inseparable, letter, as in &ju^| [or SU^I (S, M)], pi. of 

% ll&> indva, where the S is inseparable [265 (case 6, a, a)], 
contrary to the S of the ep. [265 (case 1, a), 266], then 
incorporation or display is allowable, for" which reason 
iLuv^l or *L^I is allowable in the pi. of .^ boggier ■, 
because the I [of O^jti! ] is inseparable. And, in this 
[second] sort also, incorporation is more proper, as it is 
in [the first, like] ^ [above] and ^f [below]. The 
reason why, for allowability of incorporation, it is stipu- 
lated in this cat., contrary to the cat. of o>w> restores and 

<s ^ 

(JM4J touches [731], that the vowel [of the second homo- 
geneous letter] be inseparable, is that, in the sound 
[formation], a vowel of some kind is inseparable from 
the second, unless it be invaded by what necessitates its 
quiescence, as in <jtX>^> [402, 406] and ooyj J [663] : 
whereas, in the unsound, as jUajw [248] and Lajw ool* 
[above], the second is [often] made quiescent without 
the invasion of anything, as ^^ [248] ; so that they do 
not approve, of incorporating a letter into what is quasi- 
quiescent [731]. And, when the [first] & is displayed, 

G" 9 

whether necessarily, as in *a#su> [above], or allowably, 
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as in ^* [above], then, (1) if it be pronounced with 
Kasr, its Kasr is better made faint than clear [730], m 
order that display may be like incorporation, since Kasr 
[of the (5 ] is deemed heavy : (2) if it be pronounced 
with Path, as in ^Laa^ du. of U^ [684 (condition 10, 
&, a, 6 )]> ^s Fath may be made faint ; but should 
rather be made plain, because it is not deemed heavy : 
(a) here incorporation is not allowable, because the I of 
dualization is not inseparable. He that displays the 

[first] <5 in <5 ju*> says \yj*> with a single ^ , like \f&~^ 
they dreaded, as 



^ > "S o fi </ 



(R) And we had accounted them to be horsemen of 
Kahmas, [a man of Tamim celebrated for horseman* 
ship and valour (IY),] father of a clan of Rabl'a Ibn 
llanzala, ivho, after they had died, lived, in reputation 
for valour, through ages of time (Jsh). The o is [said 
to be] sometimes pronounced with Kasr [above] (SH) 
in the act. lx^ (R), when incorporation takes place. 
Some retain the Fatha of the o , for lightness ; while 
others pronounce [the o ] with Kasr, for affinity [to 
the tf ], as they say ^ or ^J , with Kasr or Damm of 
the J , for the pi of J£i [above]. But, it is said, thi* 
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requires consideration, because the Daimna before ths 

2 9 

incorporated ^ in _J is heavy, so that it is proper to 
flee therefrom to Kasra ; whereas the Fatha before the 
incorporated ^ in ^ is light, so that it is not proper 
to flee therefrom to Kasra : and therefore we should 
rather say that those who incorporate by transferring 
the vowel of the [first] <* to the letter before it pro- 
nounce the — with Kasr ; while those who elide the 
vowel without transfer retain the Fatha (Jrb). Appa- 
rently, however, this [assertion that the uJ is sometimes 
pronounced with Kasr in the act. voice] is a blunder 
copied by IH from the M [above] ; whereas S cites 

only ^ in the pass., like ^ ^.vS [below], with Darnrn 

and Kasr, pi. of << J I ^j? [twisted horn (MAR)], in the 
n. (R). Similarly (M) incorporation is allowable in 
(SH) [the pret. of] every pass. v. [of this cat.], as 
<j&JI Ijja ^ ^» This place tvas lived in [below] and 
(IY) lS ^\ and t5 ^^wl and ^^ , foi- (M) the pass, prets. 
(Jrb) ^L and (IY) ^1 and ^aJLL\ (M, SH) and 

• 9 

^^ (M), because of the combination of two likes 
(Jrb); contrary to [the act. prets. (Jrb)] iLLt and 
Lus\jCa*/| [and LU> ] (SH), because, when the [second] 
<5 is converted into I , the motive for incorporation does 
not remain. But it is not so frequent [in ^kz> I and the 

181a 
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following] as in ^^a^ [above], because here the letter 
before the two likes is quiescent ; while it does not follow 
that ^-^1 should be treated like (5 ^ , as a^I w&s senfc 

on pilgrimage is put on a par with ^> went on pilgrim- 
age, because incorporation in that is necessary, contrary 
to this (Jrb). ^ [above] is constructed with a prep. 
and gen. , which take the place of the [pro-] ag t> since 
(5 as» is intrans. [436, 438], You are allowed the option 
of pronouncing the _ with Damm or Kasr ; but Kasr 
is more frequent, because lighter. Damm is according 
to the o. /. [436] : and Kasr for a kind of alleviation, 
because the double letter is, in some positions, treated 
like a single letter, as in Sblo and abLfc [665], where the 
double o is treated, according to them, like a single 
mobile letter, otherwise it would not be combinable 
with the quiescent I ; that [treatment of the double 
letter] being [allowable] because the tongue recoils from 
[both components of] it with one impulse [663, 686 
(case 1, a, 6)> 731]: and therefore, as the occurrence 
of a [single] & preceded by Damma, at the end [of a 
word], is disallowed, so Damm is rare here, though not 

disallowed ; and like it is ^ ^yS [above], where Damm 
and Kasr are allowable, but Kasr is more frequent ; the 
rarity of Damm [in ^i ] corresponding to the disallow- 
ance of [it in] pj* and ^lifaf gazelles [243, 721] (IY). 
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If any one say " How is conversion of Damma into 
Kasra necessary in [the case of formations] other than 
Jli , as ^4-1^ [685 (case 7), 716], ^xk and ^i^ [685 
(case 9, b, a), 722], and ^y^k [722, 730. A], while both 

So > 

modes [of vocalization] are allowable in Joii ?", the 
answer is that, d^ being liable to be mistaken for JL*i , 
Damma may be retained in it for an indication of the 
original mode of formation ; whereas, in other [cases], 
one formation is not liable to be mistaken for another : 

Oof 

or that what makes the Damm of Jjii allowable before 

s 
<5 is the lightness of the formation. Sf says that ^J 

*°* . ° 
with Kasr may be said as pi. of ^Jf , like o£aj pi. of 

O^jul [686, 718], the incorporated quiescent ^ being 
treated like the unincorporated ; and that ^ for ^> 
[above] is like Jui* and ^o [436, 706], Tho3e who 
incorporate say ^*f was quickened, du. L^f , pZ. La^.|; 

and ^£U**w I was left alive, du. U^njcau I , pi. La^vJu* f ; 
because the vowel [of the second unsound letter] is 
inseparable : while those who do not incorporate say 

c5 x£>| , aw. Lu^t , jpZ. f^»l , like ^^1 ivas thrown, du. 

Luc ^ I , pi. SyAy \ . But (5 x^jju* I has three dial. vars. : — 
(1) this, which is its o. f. ; (2) incorporation ; (3) elision 
of the first ^ , as in [the ac£.] ^^sj^I was ashamed 
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[below], according to Tamim. [The act.] CLsLt-Il h&3 
two dial. vars. : — (1) that of the people of the HijaZ 
is Lxsvaa« I , aor. ^^ssjc^j , ac£. part, ^^sxjCa^o > pass, par^ 
^^JCuuo , exactly on the measure of ^y^ \ asked to 
&eep guard, aor. ^yc^j : (2) that of Tamim is ,5^^ f 

[above], aor. ^^^Xuo , with vocalization of the — , and 
elision of one of the two & s : (a) the opinion of Khl is 
that it is formed from c5 a^ when transformed like ou* 
and gb [684, 703], as though ^L* [above] were said ; 
and therefore, as you say o^juXwI / ashed to sell from 
ell , so you say o-^L I from ^L : (a) the reason why 
it is formed from the eschewed ^U* is that the £ of 
^u> ought to be transformed, since transformation of its 
J is impossible : (b) [the pretJ\ ^^jc-w I , according to 
this, is orig. ^L^Lul [below], like ^LjL,! : but the vowel 
of the ^5 is elided, since no J of the pret. is found, in 
their speech, to be a mobile ^ preceded by a quiescent J 
so that, two quiescents then concurring, the first of then* 
is elided ; and afterwards the quiescent & is converted 
into I , because preceded by a letter pronounced with. 
Fath, as in JL^b and ^Th [above]: (c) similarly you 
say of the aor. [ ^£UC«o ] that it ought to be {S &-Z«+j> t 
like £uJcJo : but that the vowel of the [final] ^ is elided, 
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Since there is no precedent for it among vs. [720]; and 
afterwards the first ^ is elided, because of the two quies- 
cents : (d) its imp. is ^^\ : (e) its inf. n., according to 

this, ought to be XjLsxa^I , like juLjCwI [338]; but is 
not used : (/) the act. part, is ^cw> , orig. ^^su^uc , 

G ' O 9 * 

[like >*AAA>wguc ; ] but transformed in the same way as the 
go?\ : (#) the £>ass. par£. is ^*u\mx? , oWgr. (cL^sa*** , the 

vowel of the ^5 being elided, as in ^l^U-^o [720] ; and 
the word then transformed in the same way as ^LslLwI 
[above] : (h) there is a weakness, that will not escape 
notice, in the opinion of Khl, because of [his] venturing 
upon the disliked [form ^U* ] : (b) others, whose opinion 
is adopted by Mz, say that, in all of these variations, the 
first ^5 is elided, as [the first ^ or J is elided] in ^ vr Cf 
I" perceived, <LXh 1 passed the day, and 0*** / touched 
[759], because the property of the two likes is incorpora- 
tion ; and, since this is impossible, the first is elided, 
because elision is very similar to incorporation : (a) 
Mz says " If it were elided because of the two quies- 
cents, [as Khl declares,] it would not be elided in the 

du. L^uLw, I ; and they would say LLsxL* I , like I^CjL, I " 

-~ 9 0* * 9 9 „ 

(R). The verse *>JI #>$& U J^2j [329. A.] contains 
evidence that ^5^^ I [above], aor. ^^xju^j , like {S ju^ m I 
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took captive, aor. iS *^^ t , is said ; while Ya'kub and Ibrt 

Muhaisin read iLL o^oj ^1 ^£«*h ^ aJuf^f II. 24. 
Verily God is not ashamed to propound a parable, with £ 
single ^5 , which is reported to have been read by Ibn 
Kathlr also, and is the dial. var. of Tanwln. The o. /< 
is [ U^njc-w I , aor. cs x^Ju*o ] with two ^5 s : but the 
vowel of the g is transferred to the o ; and, two quies- 
cents then concurring^ the J is said to be elided, the! 
measure [of {5 &J.*m2 in the verse] being moX**S ; or the 
g , the measure being Jlax«j> (BS). And, as for L>U* 
revived, aor. ^A^Jo , when you put it into the pass., yotf 
say ^^ > according to the 0./. ; or, if you please, yoti 
incorporate, saying ^^ , because the vowel of its final 

is inseparable. But he that says ^ and ^1 does not 

i, ^ 9 
say {S ss^ [for their aor.], because Damm does not enter 

[the final of] these vs. at all, since the J in them takes 

the place of Damma, and is not combined with it [720] 

(IY). In the aor. of [the pass.] c5 a^ I and c5 ajsva^ I you 

say U^o and UaAuo without incorporation, because the 
vowel [of the second unsound letter, being a vowel of 
inflection,] is not inseparable (R). As for their abstain- 
ing [from incorporation (MASH)] in [the act. aors. 
(MASH)] c5 a^jJ> and iS ^^4 t , [although two likes are 
combined in them (Jrb),] it is [in order that Damm may 



( 1637 ) 

not fall upon the ^ (Jrb),] lest that [final] whose Damm 
is eschewed [720], [vid. ^ (MASH),] be pronounced with 
Damm (SH). And so, if you used the subj., sayiDg 
LS A^u ^J He shall not quicken [730. A, 731], you would 
not incorporate, because the Fatha is adventitious, being 
an inflectional vowel [730] that is not inseparable, since 
it is removed in the ind. and apoc (IY). Incorporation 
is allowable only in [the cat. of] {S *^ (R), contrary to 
the cat. of ^yS (SH), although ^yS has a double ^ , as 

(5 jls^ has a double ^ [697] ; so that ^5 is not said, as they 

say ^ (R), (1) because transformation comes before 
incorporation [below] (SH), since conversion of the 
[final] j into ^ is a transformation at the end, while 
incorporation of the £ into the J is a transformation in 
the middle ; and the former is more appropriate, as we 
have mentioned more than once ; for which reason one 
begins with incorporation in X^t before [and to the 
exclusion of] conversion of the quiescent Hamza into f 
[661, 684 (condition 10, b, &, y)] (R) ; and, when the 
final y is converted into ^ , the motive for incorporation 
does not remain (Jrb) : (2) because ^s with conversion 

of the [second] ^ into ^ is lighter than [ Js ] with 
incorporation of one ^ into the other ; and the method 
[that is] conducive to increase of lightness should be 
pursued rather than what is not so (R). We say that 
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transformation comes before incorporation [684, 721, 
729, 730] because the cause of transformation makes 
transformation necessary ; whereas the cause of incor- 
poration does not make incorporation necessary, but 
allowable ; which is proved by the fact that sounding 
[the j ] true in the cat. of ^6^ [685 (case 1, a), 724] is 
absolutely disallowed, whereas dissolution [of incorpora- 

tion] in the cat. of c5 ^ is allowable (Jrb). And [simi- 
larly (R), or, in some MSS (MAR),] therefore, they say 

llsJ and ^Jb [719, 730. A] (SH) ; not ^aeJ [above], 

although they incorporate in the pret. [ ^ ], nor Jb 
(R} : (l) because transformation comes before incorpora^ 

tion (R, Jrb) ; and, when the [final] ^ in UsL and . in 

* ° -* 
<5yb is converted into f , the motive for incorporation 

does not remain (Jrb) : (2) because the word is lighter 

with transformation than with incorporation : (3) 

because the vowel of the second [unsound letter, being 

a vowel of inflection,] lacks the inseparability, which is 

the condition of incorporation in such [formations], as 

above stated (R). 

§. 729. Having spoken about ^y> [728] and its. 
likes, vid. those [vs.*] whose £ and J are ^ s , so far as 
concerns transformation and incorporation, IH [now] 
points out that double ^ is peculiar to Jjt* with Kasr of 
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the c (Jrb). They do not form from the cat. of ^y any 
[ Joti with Fath (E),] like C^'Jk struck [482], nor any 

[ Juii with pamm* (R),] like uSw& tras no6/e [482], from 
dislike to [the combinatioa of two • s in (R)] v^.^S and 
v^^* [730. A] (SH), when the nom. pron. is attached to 
the pre*. [ ly> or ^y? ] (R), because they dislike the com- 
bination of two ^ s more than the combination of two 
i5 s (Jrb). As for jJii with Damrn, if it were formed 
therefrom, two 5 s would be produced without attach- 
ment of the pron., because the [first] ^ , which is an g , 
would not be converted [into I ], since the cause of 
[such] conversion would not exist in the J , as we men- 
tioned in the case of {5 xs* and ^yh [703, 728] ; nor 
would the second [ ^ ] be converted into ^ on account of 
the Damma before it, as in {g )S$\ [243, 721], since that 
[conversion] is [found only] in the n., [not in the v.,] as 
you see in such as yj** [721] (R). They therefore 
deviate to oJUi , in order that the [second] ^ may be 
converted into & , and the heaviness be removed by the 
difference of the two letters, on the principle of their 
action in ^1^^ [698, 730. A], orig. ^L^ ; and, since 
[in df#>> ] they convert the lighter [letter] into the 
heavier, in order that the form may be lightened by 
removal of reduplication, a fortiori [in ^gyS ] they convert 

lS2a 
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the heavier into the lighter for removal of redupli- 
cation. For that reason they say coJ J ioa$ strong 
[730. A], orig. i^j; , the J , which is a ^ , being 
converted into ^ , because [quiescent and] preceded 
fey a letter pronounced with Kasr [685 (case 5)] ; 
and the g being [treated as] sound [728], because the J 
is transformed. This [avoidance of double ^ ] is when 
the g is orig. mobile (IY). But [such as (IY, SH)] 
T^ [685 (case 1, a, a), 697, 698] (M, SH) and l^i (SH) 
a mark [of stone (MASH)] on the tvay (Jrb, MASH), 
^ [698] (M, SH) and ^ Kaiuiv [698, 730. A, 734], a 
name of a place (IY), and ^ [685 (case 3, b, d, g) 

(SH), and ^ [684 (condition 10, a, a, a), 730. A] 
(M, Jrb), where the g is orig. quiescent (IY), are 
tolerated, [i. e., pardoned and permitted (Jrb),] because 
of the incorporation (M, SH), by which the word is 
lightened. In the v., however, even if incorporation 
came before transformation [728], that [double ^ ] would 
not be allowable, as it is in the n., from the heaviness of 
two • s in the v., which is itself heavy (R). 

§. 730. They say, (1) [in JUi! (493. A) (M), 
like ;U=»I (482) (IY),] (a) ^l^l became blackish red 
(M, SH), JJUilJR) from \\L [672] (M, R), orig. yfyLy 
(IY, R), converting the second ^ [at the end (IY)Jinto !. 
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(M), because mobile and preceded by Fatha [684, 719] 
(IY) ; (b) aor. (R) ^ 1^ (M, SH) : (2) similarly, in 

&l [493. AJ, like *^L\ [482] (R), (a) J£\^ (SH) 
refrained (from foul conduct), from Lc « forbore, aor. y& y* 
(MASH), orig. (yk)[, like ]'^L 1 1 [730. A] (R); (b) 
[aor.] <5^Yt> (SH). They do not incorporate (M, SH), 
but transform (R), (1) because transformation comes 
before incorporation [728] (R, Jrb) ; and, when the 
[final] y is converted in is$y=> I and &y*) f into I , and in 
^l^o and ^5j^r£ into <5 , the motive for incorporation 
does not remain (Jib) : (2) because the word is lighter 
(R, MASH) with transformation than with incorpora- 
tion (MASH) : (3) because incorporation, if they said 
3 \^ I , aor. } l^io , would reduce them to that vocaliza- 
tion of y with Damm, which they eschew in such as .-ju 
and 5 ^I4 [719—721] (M) ; but [IY asserts that] Z 's 

saying " because incorporation 5 ^o " is not cor- 
rect, since vowels of inflection are not heavy upon 

double j , as ^ tXfr \d& This is an enemy [643, 720] and 

yc^ [685 (case 9, b), 722] (IY) : (4) because the [inflec- 
tional] vowel [728] on the final of the aor. is adventi- 
tious (R). And [for the inj, n. of &foL I (M, R, Jrb)] 
you say (l) Mj^J (M, SH), according to some (IY), 
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like ;';**=* t [332, 391] (R), without [conversion and 
(R)] incorporation [685 (case 7)] (IY, R, Jrb), because 
the (5 is adventitious in the inf. n., on account of the 
Kasra, being or/^f. the I in <^3^ I [685 (case 1 , a)] ; and, by 
reason of its adventitiousness, is not taken into account, 
as the j in o^w and J^ [685 (case 7, b, b } q), 716] is 
not taken into account, because it is a subst. for the I [in 
^Lw and JjU ] : (a) properly, however, the I in the v. is 
a subst. for the ^ in [its o. /.,] the inf. n. [331] (R) ; 
[and, according to Jrb, incorporation is omitted] in 
order that the inf. n. may correspond to its v. in appear- 
ance (Jrb): (2) fcb^l (M, SH), with incorporation 
(Jrb), the [only (R)] form mentioned by S (IY, R), orig. 

jt^^t , like )(y*J*\ [above] and v^*fr*| [ 391 > 667 3 : 
(a) they convert the middle ^ into ^ , because ,5 occurs 

o *» >» ** *■ 

quiescent before it, as in <X^* and vi>x» [685 (case 7, a, a), 
703, 716] ; this ^ being substituted for the I [of ^3^ I ]> 
because of the Kasra before it [685 (case 1, a)] : (b) the 
last . is converted into Hamza, because it occurs as a 
final after an aug. I , according to the rule in such as 
iCS and %To) [683 (case 1), 723] (IY). But those who 
say wLLg-^l [for ^L-v^t (R, Jrb), by eliding the & 
(IY, Jrb) for alleviation, because the n. is long (IY),] 
gay %TjyL\ (M, SH) for *T^I [above] (R, Jrb), by 

■ 
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eliding the & , because %\^yL\'\B heavier than ZCj^J, \ 
(Jrb) ; so that two y s are combined, as two ^ s are 
combined in Jlizsf [756], although %\' :y L\ is not of 
the same conjug. as JUusI [492] (R) : and they do not 
incorporate (IY, Jrb), (l) because the two y s are medial, 
as they do not incorporate in JUxil , because the two 
«y s , though alike, are strong as. being in the middle; 
and are not considered like the & s in jJi and <Xo [731] 
which are at the end (IY) : (2) because the letter before 
the two likes is quiescent, as in jUbcif (Jrb). Those 
however, who incorporate in jlixsl^, [not regarding the 
quiescence of the letter before the two likes in such a 
. formation as this (Jrb), and say jGb (M, R, Jrb), ought 
by analogy to (Jrb)] say ij^ (M, SH), incorporating 
one y into the other ; and transferring the vowel of the 
first ; to the c before it, so that they dispense with the 
con/. Hamza (IY). For two > s, one of which is incor- 
porated into the other, are not deemed heavy in the 
middle, as [they are] at the end ; so that one says JiL , 
aor. Jy^ , with Fath of the c in both, and ^ , a or. 
&ys^ , with Kasr of the two ^ s, [inf. n. tT^> , ] like 
<fci , aor. ilil , inf. n. JL» [756]. When from ^ and 
^ ; you form a [pret.] like ^| and J L^ I [above], you 
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say La^I [730. A] and LycJ , and LLw>! and LLoJ , 
transformation coming before incorporation ; <2w., UlL>1 

and Ujy°p! > an< ^ Hfc!H^I aQ d W-^' > incorporation not 
being allowable, because the vowel on the last [ ^ ] is 
adventitious, on account of the I of the du. ; pl } £xls*f 
[and Ijjuoj I ], and Ij*La&. I [and I^jLo^ I (S)] : but, when the 
vowel is inseparable, via. in the pass., as ^^^^ and 
jyop ! , and ^^^ ' an( * ^j*; ' > ^ y^* I [ an d Lu** I 1, 

and ll»j** ' [ and ^^; ' 1 P^ !r^^ ' C au ^ !r^°; ' 3' *"J 
L^a^I [and l^y>J ]> incorporation is allowable, as (S a^I , 
orig. c5 as* I , the & pronounced with Daoim being then 

S • 9 

pronounced with Kasr, as in {S J<^jo [685 (case 7), 716], 

but the ^ in ^^i [above], like that of 1>^ [above], 
may not be incorporated. And you say, (1) in the aor. 

[ace.], {S ^^i ^ n(i is*?}* ' a csv^^ ancl V5*~^ : ( 2 ) ln 
the ac£. part., Lkaxss** and Raju^m , incorporation npt 
being allowable, because the vowel [of the last unsound 
letter] is adventitious ; but Kasr being made faint 
rather than clear, as we jsaid [728] : (3) in the inf. n (a) 
of Lx=»! , % 1**=*! : (b) of bU=»l , ^Ua^' with incorpora- 
tion : (a) those who do not incorporate in il^^l 
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[above], because of the & 's being a subst. for the I [in 
t^iC^I ], ought not to incorporate here also ; but [with- 
out incorporation] it would be deemed heavy. Those, 
however, who incorporate in Juxsl , nor. Juzib , inf. n r 
JUu^l [above], say UL [730. A], aor. {S ^s^ , inf. n. 

§. 730. A. This being the end of the chapter on* 
Transformation, let us make such additions to it as are 
Suitable. When two ^ s are combined, (1) if the last 
be not a J , then, (a) if the first be quiescent, it is incor- 

porated, as *x? and ^Lo [714 715] : (b) if the second be 
quiescent, or both be mobile, each of them is in the 
predicament of a single [ & ], as v^aaj # [274, 686, 721] ; 
and similarly jjL and ^Lu , when you form words like 

gC [684,703] and Jlli [686, 714] from J^J [698] : (2) if. 
the last be a J, then, (a) if the first be quiescent, it is 
incorporated into the second, as ^ [697, 698] : (b) if 
the last be quiescent, both are preserved, as v^aac* [698].: 
(c) if both be mobile, then, if conversion of the second 
into I be allowable, it is converted, as sL^> [684, 728] : 
but, if such conversion be not allowable, then the vowel 
of the second is either inseparable or not : — (a) if it be 
inseparable, then, ( <x ) if incorporation of the first into- 
the second be not allowable, it is best to convert the- 
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second into ^ , as ^y^^ [698], where incorporation [of 
the first <5 into the second] is not allowable, because 
jjiLfci from the reduplicated, as ^\&Oy , is not subject to 
incorporation [731] ; nor may the second be converted 
into ! , for lack of commensurability with the v. [712]; 
but it is converted into y , because the combination of 
two snobile & s is deemed heavy, while it is impossible 
to alter that heaviness by the lighter method of incor- 
porating [the first into the second] or converting the 
second into I ; the second, not the first, being converted 
[into y ], because by it the sensation of heaviness in the 
combination is produced ; while the J , notwithstand- 
ing that the final ought to be a light letter, is con- 
vertible into y , because the inseparability of the ! and 
<j make it medial, as they say of [the y in] <j'ja** and 
%'ycl* [721] : but S says that the regular form is ^ul*> , 
so that he does not convert the second [ & into y ] ; 
while ,jC^ > according to him, is anomalous : and so, 
in ^»S from iyS , he says ^j£ [below], as will be seen 
(R) ; for the first y is like the 5 of ^ [707] ; while the last 

y is strong, like the ; in ^S [719], and becomes equi- 
valent to the sound ; and they do not deem them heavy, 
when pronounced with Fatfc, as they say &yy) [302] and 
i;^T [300] (S) : and so you say ^1^ > on the measure 
of ^CkLjl [236, 686 (case 2, c)], from ^> ; and do not 
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incorporate, as you do in a too>, , where you say ^b . 
[731], because transformation comes before incorpora- 

o • • 

tion ; but S make3 the regular form ^L^* with incorpora- 
tion, because he does not convert [the second ^ into ^ ] 
in such [formations] : ( Q) if incorporation be allowable, 

you may incorporate or not, as {S a~> or ^ [728, 747] ; 

and [similarly, in ^^Jti from y^u> (S),] ^L^s* with 

9 * ' 
Kasr or ^1*=* : but incorporation is more frequent, as 

before mentioned [728], since it is lighter : (6) if the 

vowel of the second be not inseparable, as in ,-jcsso JjJ 
[728, 731], both [^s] must be sounded true, [and] 
displayed ; while the Kasra of the first is better 
made faint. When three <^ s are combined, (1) if the 
last be a J , then, (a) if the first be incorporated into 
the second, (a) when that is in a v. ov part., the third is 

treated as though it were not preceded by ^ , as lll> 

[281], aor. v5 a^s> , act. part. ^sjJI , pass. part. ^^Jl , 

like gy* denuded, aor. ^^ju act. part. ^juJI ,pass. part. 

^jjuJI : ( oc) the reason why the third [ ^ ] preceded by 
Kasra, notwithstanding that this [combination of ^ s and 
Kasra] is deemed heavy, is not elided, as forgotten, in 

the v., as ^^s? IS 0T is^^ ]> as ^ * s * n **** [below], is only 

that the vowel of the p in the v. may be sparej, since 

183 a 
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through it the measures of the v. vary ; while the mea- 
sures of the v. must be observed, as before explained in 
accounting for the impossibility of converting the • of 
such as ^54 into ^ [721]: (b) then the part., as 
L5 -^s!wJ| , is treated like the v. in respect of omission to 
elide the third ^ as forgotten : (b) when that is not 
in a v. or part., then, (ex) if conversion of the third 
[iuto I ] be allowable, vid. when the double [ <^ ] is pro- 
nounced with Fath, and the last is final, it is con- 
verted, as iiU , on the measure of i\^\ goose [here 

supposed to be for »))jf ]> from ^o^l I betook myself , 
repaired, orig. ib^SI [on the measure of itUit ], then xj^jI 

[661], [then *!>£ (685, case 7),] then sU [684]; (s)if 
that [conversion of the third] be not allowable, either 
because, though the double [ ^ ] is pronounced with 
Fath, the last is intermediate, as being followed by a 
letter constitutionally inseparable in every position, 
like the non-dualistic I and ^ , or because, [though the 
last is final,] the double [ ^ ] is pronounced with Damm 
or Kasr, then, in the first case, the third [ ^5 ] is con- 
verted into * , as ^^> , on [the measure of] ^^xxi 
from ^x-* , because it is heavier than <jt^*=» [above] 

with a single ^ ; but, according to S, ^Lu> , as 
[implied] above : and, in the second case, the Pamma 

[of the double ^ , if it be pronounced with Damm,] is 
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converted into Kasra ; while the third [ ^ , whether 
the double & be pronounced with Kasr or DammJ is 
elided as forgotten, because the [three] ^ s, together with 
Kasra of the double ^ , are deemed heavy at the end ; 
as &axjo [281], orig. [ *j%ajuc , then] &*a*-°; anc * M ^*^ > 

on the measure of &+&£ [394], from ^^a^ , ong. {S ±^^ , 
then ^5^^ > an d then 45 x&> : and so, in this second [case], 
the last [ (5 ] is elided as forgotten, even though it be 
followed by an inseparable letter, as in the dim. of 
ijL^i! ,' on the measure of <jl^-o| [fermented dough 
(MAR)], from ^ [inf. n. of <^£ he roasted meat 
(Jh, KF)], where you say ^Lj^yif, then ^Luus!, and 

then <jLy£ I : but I Al differs from S about that [forma- 
tion] which is commensurable with the v., and whose 
initial is an augment like that of the v. ; for here he 
does not elide the third as forgotten, but says ^f as 

dt?n. of <5^l [281], as before stated in [the chapter on] 
the 'Diminutive : (b) if the second be incorporated into 
the third, then, (a) if the letter before the first be quies- 
cent, none of them is altered, as ^ufc and ^f J> [302] in 

2 • s • 

the rel. n. ; and ^uc^ , on the measure of J^^r [long 

stone (MAR)], from ^; : (&) if the letter before the 
first be mobile, then, (a) if the first ( & ] be the second 
[letter] of the word, [all] the ^ s are preserved, as Ixs* , 
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like oi^ [375] ; and ^ [below], like Cu* [375, 724], 

0?n<;. (5 a^ with Damm of the g ; and c5 a~* shamefaced, 

bashful, modest, [like ^a£ independent, wealthy (KF),] 

from & U^ shame ; because the word is light ; ( g ) if the 
first [ (5 ] be the third [letter] of the word, it is made a 
j , whether the letter before it be pronounced with 

Fath, as when you form a [word] like 'i^c^L [274, 
303], [n. im. of ^a***^ (KF),] from ^ * , in which case 
you say kj^ ; , [orig. *aa* ; (S),] like Hy*> ) > [°rig. 

Xaa^ , ,] in [the /em. of] the re?, n. (R) from (5 ^ * [294, 
300, 686] (S) ; and do not convert the first & into I , either 
in the rel. n., because the vowel [of this (5 ] is acci- 
dental [300, 684 (condition tt), 719], or in the non-rel, 
because it is incommensurable with the v. [703, 712] : 
and so, when you form [a word] on the measure of 
^•.jCU* intensely black [below] from ^o^ . you say \$y*) > 

w*<7» \Sy** ) f ^hen ^5^°; [^85 (case 7)], then ^^^ , [like 

* y I I . 3 ^ » 

^o* (724) and 15 ju^ (above),] and then \Sy*) : or with 

• ** 

Kasr, as ^5^ [294, 301, 686], where you convert the 
Kasra into Fatha, in order that the j may be preserved : 
and, in these exs., one of the & s is converted into ^ , 
bee ause the [three] ^ s are deemed heavy ; but, although 
alteration is more appropriate in the final, the last is not 
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converted, as in (jj^^ [above}, because it is strong 
through the doubling ; and, for this reason, the third is 

not elided, as in SLul* [above] ; while, in the & of 
relation, elision and conversion would be more extra- 
ordinary, because it is a sign [282, 294] : (y) if the first 
[ ^5 ] be the fourth [letter] of the word, then, if it be 
before the & of relation, it is elided, according to the 
soundest [opinion], as ^6u [282, 301], because of the 
combination of & s, together with the heaviness of the 
word, and the first's being the final of the word, since 

the ^ of relation ia adventitious ; but ^sy 6 ^ * s a ^ ow * 
able, as before stated [301] : whereas, if it be not before 
the <5 of relation, it is not elided, because it is not the 
final of the word ; but is converted into y , as when it is 
the third [letter] of the word [case ( g ) above] : you say 
\Sy+>) j on the measure of ;j***=* [398] from ^^ , orig. 

[£y*+>) > the y of which is converted into ^ , and incor- 
porated into the last & ; and the Damma then converted 
into Kasra, and the & [before the double ^ ] into « : 
and similarly ^yCu , long. ^^^Sj^ ,] like &sJ*~* [677], 

from <5 £j wept : (c) if none of them be incorporated, then, 
(a) if the third be entitled to conversion into I , it is 
converted, as when a [v.] like ^. I is formed from ^ , 

in which case you convert the third into I , as L^l 
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[730] : and then, if you incorporate, as in Jjca*! [756], 
you say L^ [730] ; but, if not, you convert the second 
into j , as ^^ I , as in ^1^^ [above] : (b) if the third 
be not entitled [to conversion into I ], as when you form 
a [n. lS ^^ ,] like Jojoa [contracted from JolJ^o t?ery 

^*c£ milk (MAR)] or JjJisL [296, 392], from ^L , you 
may elide it as forgotten, because the heaviness is more 
than in *aaa/> [above] ; so that you say Lu> or L^. , by 
converting the second into f , because mobile [with the 
inflectional vowel] as a final, and preceded by a letter 
pronounced with Fath [684, 719] : or you may convert 
the second into ^ , as in ^\yu>> [above] ; so that the 
third is preserved, because the combination of ^ s ceases ; 

and the word then becomes ^> or ^.a^. , [ace. L^> or 

b^jp* ] : and similarly, when you form a [n. ^aa.o.s , ] like 

iJjy+&& [401], you say LydS , by eliding the last [ ^ ] 

as forgotten, and converting the second into I ; or jA*ai , 
by converting the second into ^ , [and preserving the 
third] : ( a ) the third is not converted into ^ , [like the 
second in <j!ja£* , ] because [ ^ is heavy, while] the end 
of the word is worthier of alleviation [than the middle] ; 
and also [because], if you converted it into y , the com- 
bination of the first two & s would remain unaltered : 



( 1653 ) 

( B) as for the first [ & ], it is not converted, because 
the heaviness arises from the second and third : while 
in <cAA^ [above], like Jjcx^ , the first is not converted, 
because its analogue is not converted into I in the v., as 
_x^ [728] ; so that, a fortiori, it is not converted in a 
n. not commensurable with the r. [703, 712]: (v) if the 
last ^5 be not a J , [all] the ^ s remain unaltered, 
without conversion or elision, as vaa-^I dim. of J^f (R), 
which is foreign, arabicized, the archer, or horseman, of 
the Persians (Jk). And, when four ^ s are combined, 
(l) if the two last do not denote relation, then, in form- 
ing [a word], (a) from {S ^ [728], (a) on the measure of 
L f^» ^v> [40 1], you say ^^p* , incorporating the first 
into the second, so that they become like a single ^ : 
and [then] ( a ) you convert the third into ^ , as we said 
of [the second in] the [n.] formed on the measure of 
Jju> [above] ; so that the fourth is preserved, as v^ , 

[ace. bj*=» ] • or ( 8 ) you may elide the last as forgotten, 

9 * - * * 
because it is heavier than in iUou? [above] ; so that the 

third is converted into I , because mobile as a final, and 
preceded by a letter pronounced with Fath, as LjL : as 
we said before [about yLL and \1L ] : (6) like jL*IH 
[368, 401, 674], you say ^^L : (c) like Z>°x£ls [401], 
you say ^x^ , the second double [ ^ ] not being 
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converted into ^ , as [the second single ^ is] in ^j\J^ 
[above], because it is the final of the word, and is therefore 
not changed into a heavier letter : nor being elided, as 
[the final single ^ is] in SLouuo [above], because its elision 
would be an elision of two letters : ( a ) the combina- 
tion of the two [double <5 s] is tolerated, because their 

• • ' 
doubling strengthens them ; and, since such as ^io 

[302] and {S auo\ [299] are allowable, according to one 
saying, notwithstanding that the two first [ ^ s] are the 
termination of the word [ ^lo and !Ux> \ ], the ^ of rela- 
tion being adventitious, this is more excellent ; (d) like 
Jli^jj» [401], you say {S *^=> , incorporating the second 
into the third ; and [then] elide the fourth, as [you elide 
the third] in &aaju> [above], which [elision] is more appro- 
priate here ; and do not convert the double [ ,5 ] into j , 
because by the doubling it becomes strong, like a sound 
letter ; so that ^s> remains : (b) from ^ai judged, 

m * * f > 

decreed, on the measure of &JLk4x<)J» [401], you say 

juuuflj : (a) Mz allows only &^-aS , [with elision of the 

first ,5 , and conversion of the second into ^ , ] as in the 

rel. n. [ \£yo* ( 2 9 9 )] : ^ ut others, together with *.ydi> , 

allow &aa*oS with two double [ & s] more often than 
...» 

-yj| [above] : (6) what I hold is that only 2U^di with 

two double & s, is allowable, since the two last [ ^ s], 
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being strong through the doubling, are not elided, as 
the third is elided in &juuu> [above] ; while the two first 
are not the end of the word, so that the weaker, meaner, 
of them, [vid,] the quiescent, should be elided, as in 
<<^o! [299] : (c) from &y& [above], on the measure of 

9 y o y o y 9 

jysua* [396], you say &yt.yb ; and then convert the two 

2 s into ^ s, and incorporate them into the two ^ s 

2 «> 
[685 (case 7)] ; so that it becomes (5 -ui , the Damma of 

the first double [ & ] being converted into Kasra ; and 

2 * 

Kasr of the \J also being then allowable, as in ( jc^ 

2 ^ y 

[685 (case 9, b, a), 722] : (a) S says <5 5 ^ , by analogy 
to <5y£ and ^$2* rel ns. of ^h and ^ ; and J±* or 
l5 jui, as ^ [302] is said : (d) from ^Ic [728], on the 

9>«" 9jo^ 

measure of *jJLo cattle, you say ^5^^ : and then con- 
vert (a) the first ^ into ^ , incorporating the quiescent 
^5 into it ; and (6) the second ^ into ^5 ; incorporating it 

into the last ^ : and then change the Damma of the 

2 *- 

[second] ^ into Kasra ; so that you say JLL } and {$Sb 

G * 2 *- ** s j- 

also, like the re/, ns. [ (5 I=* and ^^=> ] of ^ [302] : (2) 

if the two last [ & s] do denote relation, as in the rel. 

2 ^ a ^ 2 ^ 

ns. of ^ and ^ [302], ^ [302, 684 (condition 6, b, * 

and g, &)] and ^ [299], L^Ts [299] and ^!o [301], 

the predicament of the four ^ s has bceu already 

184 a 
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explained in the chapter on the Relative Noun : (a) it 
has also been mentioned [in the chapter on the Diminu- 
tive ] that the ^ of the dim., if the rel. formation 
invade the dim., is elided, as &yo\ [above] ; but, if the 
dim. formation invade the rel. n., is not elided, as &u J , 
with two double ^ s, dim. of Sb ^ * t [281], All of this is, 
the predioament of the ^ s. And, as for the predica- 
ment of the j s, we say that, when two ^ s are combined, 

(1) if their second be quiescent, then, (a) if it be final* 

the first cannot be pronounced with Fath or Damm, 

... . ° °' < 

except when the second is adscititious, as in |«o p 

They quenched not their thirst and do\ ^yo quenchers of 

Raid's thirst, because, at the end of the word, which is 

the seat of lightness, they deem two ^ s without incor-* 

poration to be heavy, for which reason they do not form 

* Q' * 9 9' 

a [v.] like ^y> or c^' [729] ; so that, if the two ^ & 
were in one word, the first would unavoidably be pro-- 
nounced with Kasr, in order that the second might be 
converted into & , as o^* [729] : (b) if the last be 

medial, their combination is allowable, as J^y* [714:] : 

(2) if both be mobile, then, (a) if that be at the begin- 
ning of the word, the first is converted into Hamza, as 
J^U [683, 699] ; (b) if it be in the middle, then, (a) if 
incorporation be allowable, you incorporate, as wheu 
you form ^^Ui , with Damm of the £ , from 8y> , m 
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Which case you say ^Js , according to [S and] Mb : 
(oc) the proper [course], however, is not to incorporate ; 

but to convert the second into ^ and the pamma before 

G * * 
it into Kasra, as [ ^Ljj* ] already mentioned in this 

chapter [721], because transformation comes before 

incorporation : and this is the saying of Jr : (6) if 

incorporation be not allowable^ as when you form ^iUi , 

G G9 

With Fatn of the £ * from gy> ■> S says that you say 
ijtjy [above], as he says ^J^s* from ^> : (oc) the 

proper [course], however, is to say ^jby? [below], because 
two j s are deemed heavy ; so that, when alleviation 
by incorporation is not allowable, you alleviate by con- 
verting one of them into & : and, since the [second] ^ 
is converted into ^ in ^^^ [above] from dislike of two 
^ s, a fortiori the second [ ^ ] in ^jljys is converted into 
<5 , because ^ is heavier [than <g ] : (c) if you form 
(jiVjti , with Kasr of the £ , [you say ^by? , because (S)] 
you convert the second [ ^ ] into & on account of the 
Kasra, since transformation comes before incorporation : 
(c) if that be at the end, then, (a) if the first be perma- 
nently pronounced with Fath, the second is converted 
into ! , as ^yU| [Note on Part I, p. 908, IL 15-17], <cJL> 
[719, 728], and ^y | stronger : (oc) as for [the retention 
of the second ^ in] ^1& rel. n. of Jb [302], it is because 
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the Fatha of the first is accidental [684 (condition 5)] J 

2 •• 2 -' 

while in ^myS rel. n. of ^yS strong, it is because the 
vowel of the second is accidental [684 (condition 2)] : (6) 
if the first be pronounced with Kasr or Damm, the 
second is converted into ^ , as &y2 [685 (case 1, a), 
728, 729], and yi on the measure of <X*fL& [368], from 

ZyS: (3) if the first of the two ^ s be quiescent, then, 
(a) if they be in the middle, both are preserved from 

^ CO • • 05 y 

conversion, as [ *yM and] J^j> He reported [such a one] as 

& Cm J 

having said [703], except in such [pfe.] as Jy> [722], as 
before stated : (b) if they be at the end, then, if the 

2 * B_p 

word be (a) trih, they are not converted, as y$ and y~> 
[729] ; except when the letter before them is pro- 

.2. G ° 

nounced with Kasr, as ^ desert, on the measure of ^a^ 
ink : (?>) of more than three letters, the [double ^ , 
when] preceded by a letter pronounced ( a ) with Fatfr, 

2^ 2^' 

is sounded true, as ^y£ [on the measure of Joti ] : ( Q) 
with Kasr, is necessarily converted into [double] ^ , as 

2 2 

&2&, , on the measure of Jj [375] : (y) with Damm, rs 

♦ ■ .• w " 

converted into [double] & , allowably m the sing., as ^ ^i 

2 > £ 9 9 2 > 

or <^y£ , like yX* or ^^ [685 (case 9, b y a), 722] ; and 

2 9 

necessarily in the pi, as ^h [243, 685 (case 9), 722].. 
"When three ^ s are combined, (I) if the last be a J, 
then (a) if the first be incorporated into the second, the* 



( 1659 ) 

third is converted into fa) t , if the letter before it b$ 
pronounced with Fath, as <5;&> strengthened himself and 
^c^ijf the strengthened : (b) & , if the letter before it be 
pronounced with Kasr, as {£+&?. strengthens and ^JUi\ 
£&e strengthener ; or Damm, as ^J> , on the measure of 

^po [392], from s«j> : (b) if the second be incorporated 
into the third, the double [ ^ ] is converted into double 
(5 , whether the letter before it be pronounced with 
Fath, as ^is , on the measure of ^-a^u=> [375] or r hS$ 

2 5 

[245, 392] ; or Kasr, as <*^J> , on the measure of JLi 

2 > f >> 

[375] ; or Damm, as ^Jf , on the measure of <\+j? [375, 
724], that Damm being converted into Kasr, and Kasr 

s 

of the o being then allowable, by imitation, as in " x^. 
[722], from the heaviness of the ^ s preceded by a mobile, 
contrary to such as c5 £=» [above], since ^ is lighter 
[than j ] : (a) [in the preceding exs. under case (b) the 
first of the three ^ s is the second letter of the word :] 
and similarly [the double ^ is converted into double ^ ], 
when the first of the [three] ^ s is the third [letter] of 
the word, and the letter before it is mobile, as ^.y£ , on 

the measure of cJyCJL* [above] : whereas, if it be quies- 
cent, then, if the first [ ^ ] be pronounced with Fath, 
the whole are preserved, as ^^ [below], on the measure 

2 ^ o G o -" o 

of v^7* [397] or v*^ [401] ; but, if with Damm or 



( 1660 ) 

Kasr, the double [ ; ] is converted into [double] ^ , and 
thejDantma into Kasra, as ^yju [685 (case 8), 722] and 
(5^c [722, 728] : (c) if none of them be incorporated; 
you convert the last into (a) I > if the letter before it bd 
pronounced with Fath, as [ ^yS I , oWgr.] ^y» I on thd 

' s s o 

measure of >^l [730]: and then, (a) if you incor- 

porate, you say ^i> [730, 756] : ( S) if not, you convert 

the second [ ^ ] into ^ , on the analogy of ^liyf [above]; 
which [conversion] is more appropriate here [at the end 

of the word] ; so that you say L^.3 1 , aor. ^y&a ' (b) & ,• 

saying .y> [for ^y> ], like 4\j<\$> or Jjus* [above], from 
$Ji , because of the Kasra on the letter before it : ( oc } 
the first [ j in ^y£ ] is not incorporated into the second, 
notwithstanding that the vowel of the second is insepar- 
able [728], in order that the form of co-ordination [with 

JJUi ] may be preserved, and also because resemblance 
to the v. is lacking [731] : ( 6) it is better, however, not 
to form such augmented ns. unconnected with the v. 
[330] as lead to heaviness like this : (2) if [the last of} 
the three [ . s] be [not a J , because of their being] 
combined in the middle [of the word], they remain 

unaltered, as JjyS , on the measure of -y^ [384] ; and 

J$jP?1 [below], like &\o±\ [482, 483] : (a) Akh converts 



( 1661 ) 

^ • «*- o 

the last [^ ] in J^;^' , and therefore the second also 
[685 (case 7)1, into ^ ; but S does not mind that [com- 
bination of • s], because they are in the middle : (b) 
Akh ought to say Jls^j for J^S ; but excuses himself by 

the plea that the ^ of prolongation is light : (c) Akh does 
not convert [the third ^ in] <5^y>| , because the middle 
[ . ] is like I , for which it is a subst. : do you not see 
that, for a similar reason, the initial of ^^ pass, of 

^5 J; [683, 699] is not necessarily converted into Hamza ? 
And, when four ^ s are combined, then, (1) if the third 
be incorporated into the fourth, the third and fourth 
must be converted into ^ , as ^^B , on the measure of 
v^jtb vis [401], from S^i* , because .y> is heavier than such 

2 o' 

as j££ [above]: (2) if the third be not incorporated 
into the fourth, the last is converted into I , if the letter 
before it be pronouncud with Fath ; and into <^ , if it 
be pronounced with Kasr : while the third (a) remains 
unaltered, according to S, as (a) j*s [below], on the 
measure of j£^^> , because it is then [in the middle,] 
like [the third 3 in] J^ji'l [above]; (6) ; y> , on the 
measure of J+^tXS ; (c) K$'*)y*\ , on the measure of 
^^tX^h (b) is converted into ^ by Akh, who says (a) 
^ , like <jU*<^ ; (&) ^ , like J^cAs ; (c) Ly>! , liko 



( 1GG2 ) 

JttS.<Xcl : for, deeming the [combination of] 3 s heavy, 
he converts the one near the end into ^5 : (ex) the 
third ; in ^ [above], like j3^£to> , [orzgr. j 3 y> , then 
^.Is , and then ^ yf ,] is not converted into \ , as the ^ of 

{eyS [728] is not converted. And God best knows the 
right ! (R). 
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